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To the Honourable the KNIGHTS, CITIZENS, and BURGESSES, 
in PARLIAMENT Assembled. 



THE FIRST PART of 

The eleventh REPORT of the Coramissioners appointed to 
enquire into the Fees, Gratuities, Perquisites, and Emoluments, which 
are or have been lately received in certain Public Offices, 'mlnlund; 
«nd also, to examine into any Abuses, which may exist in the same; 
and into the present Mode of receiving, collecting, issuing, and ac- 
counting for Public Money, in Ireland ; — And to investigate and 
examine into all Balances and Arrears of Duties, appearing, by 
the Public Accounts of Ireland, to be due unto His Majesty, for, or 
•on account of, any sums received for His use, and alledged to re- 
main unpaid ; and to settle and ascertain the same, &c. 



ARREARS AND BALANCES. 



BALANCES. 

Of DECEASED and DISMISSED COLLECTORS of CusTOMS and Excise. 

T he Rcv'eniie Accounts of Ireland have long exhibited large Balances, due 
by deceased and dismissed Collectors of Customs and Excise, without its being 
ascertained how far they could be made available to tlie Public Service. 

In tlie Reports of the re.^pcctive Solicitors, on these Balances, a great proportion 
of which has been outstanding for more than 20 years, they state two principal 
impediments to their recovery ; viz. The difficulty of proving the debt, and the 
difficulty of discovering property belonging to the Collector or his Sureties, upon 
wliich the debt when proved might be levied. 

Previous to the Act of 21 and 22 Geo. III. cap, 20. it was necessary that all 
obligations to the Crown should be entered of Record in the Court of Exchequer, 
otherwise they did not bind the I..and3 of the obligors. By tliat Act it is pro- 
vided, that all obligatbns or specialties made or to be made to tlie Crown, and 
all Suits, Process, Judgments, Decrees, and Executions thereupon, may be prose- 
cuted in lite manner, and shall have the same force and effect in the law, to all 
intents and purposes, as writings obligatory taken and acknowledged according to 
the Statute of tlie Staple ; and con.seqiiently a Collector's Bond becomes a lien on 
the Land of the Principal and of his Sureties from the time of its execution. The 
same Act declares the Lands of a Public Accountant equally liable for payment of 
his Arrears, though he may not have entered iii’o any such obligation. Notwith- 
standing the law has thus charged the. Lands of Public Accountants wiiij the Balances 
due by tliein, and also those of their Sureties to the amount of the penal sums men- 
tioned in their obligations, it may not be easy, after a lapse of many years, to prove by 
dircCl Evidence that the Parties had Lands liable to the demands of the Crown, un-' 
less the same had been ascertained at the time of the appointment of the Collector. 
It docs not appc.ir, however, to have been considered necessary to make any particu- 
lar enquiry as to tbe properly of a Collector or his Sureties until the year 1807, 
since which time it has been required that some one of them should shew in himself 
an unincumbered Estate in I.^inds, of tlie value at the least of the penal sum to be 
mentioned in the Bond ; and it is the duty of the Clerk of the Securities, (an Office 
then first established) to examine and report upon tlie title to and value of such 
Lands, the statement thereof remaining with him until it becomes necessary to put 
ffie Bond ia Suit. Under this arrangement, no difficulty will occur in finding the 
55. Lunds 
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Lands of Persons who lately entered into Securities ; but in the cases now under our 
consideration, which are all of a date prior to its adoption, the defect of proof 
will often be found so considerable, as to require the aid of a Court of Equity tor 
discovery of evidence. As to the other impediment of the recovery of these Ar- 
rears, VIZ. Want of proof of the debt itself, it will always be extremely difficult 
to procure sufficient evidence thereof, if care has not been taken to provide it 
at the time tlie Arrear accrued : this important point has been hitherto 
little, if at all, attended to, successive Solicitors having commenced and continued 
Suits without any previous examination of tlie proofs by which the claim of the 
Crown could be substantiated, seeming to depend on tlie Office of the Accountant 
(reneral for producing the evidence necessary for that purpose. By the Act of 
46 Geo. HI. cap. 106. and previous Acts for regulating the collection ot the Ke- 
venue, every Account relative to the Receipts of a Collector, settled by the Accountant 
General, (meaning as we conceive between liim and the Collector) is declared to 
be evidence of the Debt and Airears appearing by such Account to be due to His 
Majesty ; but the Collectors Accounts, as annually stated by the Accountant Ciene- 
nil, are not Accounts of Receipts, they are made up on the debit side from cer- 
tificates of examining Officers, founded upon Vouchers and Documents to which the 
Collectors are not Parlies, and stating the amount of duties chargeable against them 
without anyrcfercncewhatsoever to their Receipts on account thereof, riiese Accounts, 
•therefore, are not evidence to affect Collectors unless signed or otherwise acknow- 
ledged by them, or some person on their behalf, andeven then they are not conclusive 
of the Balances strack thereon, as they are not Cash Balances, credit not being 
•riven for duties uncollected, nor for Bills remitted to the Receiver Genci*al, for 
wliich acquittances had riot been issued. When, however, a Collector di^ or is dis- 
missed, the Accountant General makes up an Account to the period of his death or 
dismissal, professing to shew the Cash Balance then due by him ; but in cases ot dis- 
missal it rarely happens that such Account is signed or acknowledged by a dis- 
missed Collector, and there is no instance of its being signed by the Representative ot 
one who is deceased ; to supply, therefore, the want of final Accounts settled and 
signed by the Parties or on tiieir behalf, it became necessary for us to enquire for 
such other of their Accounts, or for such Documents coming out of their hands, as 
would furnish proof of the debt claimed by the Crown ; these consist of the last signed 
Accounts in the Accountant General’s Ledger, or the Annual and Quarterly Ac- 
counts, ivhich arc required to be verified upon Oath by Collectors, and returned into 
the Exchequer, the last Monthly Accounts and Weekly Abstracts previous to their 
tTiring out of Office, the Collectors Books and the Accounts that arc usually stated 
bv Surveyors CJencral on the transfer of collections from one person to another, 
wdiich regularly ought to be signed by the Collector going out. Of the last-men- 
tioned Accounts very few were to be found, and of these such as related to 
Balances of a long standing were without the signature of the Collector ; and with 
respect to the Monthly Accounts and Weekly Abstracts, they seem, after the AccounU 
for tlie year to which they applied were made up, to have been considered as useless, 
and were not to be had except where they were of recent dates, and even then 
they were not always to be procured. The Collectors Quarterly Accounts also 
were not produced to us, in every instance in which we required them; partly, 
as was alledgcd, from their not having been remilarly returned to the Exchequer, 
and partly from the difficulty attending the search for them, it having been found 
nccessaiy, in consequence of their great accumulation, to remove them troin the 
Auditor General’s (Office to another apartment, where they had not been ^ yet ar- 
ranged or put into order ; b it even though we were furnished with the Quarteriy 
Account last returned by the Collector, the debt in some cases could not be 
proved from the want of the Montlily Accounts and the Weekly Abstracte, w ithout 
w hich we were unable to continue the charge against him to the period of his death 
oi- removal from Office, while the Balance appearing to be due by the Quarterly 
Account was liable either to be reduced to an inconsiderable amount, or entirely 
(lischar^ed by subsequent disbursements ; and in other cases the Quarterly Accounts 
themserves were not evidence of the Balance admitted by them, it a.ppeanng mat 
they had been made up by Pro-collectoi's after tiie death of their Principals, when 
the authority derived from them was determined. These defects might perhaps have 
been supplied, could we have procured the Book of Receipts and Payments kept 111 
the Collectors Office, but we were informed, that until within these few yeare no 
.special Order had been issued for Uieir preservation, and therefore that they could not 
be had. 

To 
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To enable us to decide iu what manner each particular Arrear under considera- 
tion oui'ht to be disposed of, it was necessary to examine the several Accounts con- 
nected with it, and in doing so wc had great difficulty in reconciling those stated by 
the Collectors themselves with the Accounts made up by the Accountant General, 
witlt which they ought to agree, but from which they are continually differing ; 
hence wc were obliged to make frequent and repeated rctcrences to Officers, and to 
call for Documents, often not easily to be found, as well for the pur[)Ose of expUi- 

nation os of ascertaining where the differences were material, whether llie charges 
could be substantiated by evidence ; this enquiry, tl^erefore, has been extremely te- 
dious, but we felt it incumbent upon us to be the more nnnute.m consequence of its 
-seeming to be expected, that the Balances of the late Collectors, or at least so much 
thereof as thmr Sureties were bound for, were recoverable whenever sufficient 
pi operlv belonging to them or their Principals could be discovered. Of the Arrears 
out-standin<T for 20 years and upwards, it willnot appear extraordinary, considering the 
state of the Accounts and the distant periods at which they accrued, that foj- the most 
part they are unproductive ; but of such as have been recently incurred, considera- 
ble sums may, we conceive, be recovered ; the whole however of the unproduc- 
tive Balances is not to betaken as actual loss, as from tlie want of exactness in 
accounting, we liavc found instances of their being swelled beyond the amount really 
due. Besides -the facility this investigation will, afford to tlie recovery-of a portion 
of ffiesc Balances, it will have the effect of relieving the Public Accounts from an 
accumulation of Insolvent Arrears, and of preventing any furtlier continuance of 
fruitless expence in suing for them, while the exposure of tlie causes that led to 
.the loss that has been sustained, will no doubt induce tlic adoption of mewures 
calculated to prevent their recurrence, and above all point out the necessity of esta- 
blishing and maintaining in these De[)artmcnts, an improved system of Accounts, ; 

as well in respect to their construction, as to the accuracy ol tlieir statements. 

As the system of accounting in borii Departments is the same, our ObservaUons 
will apply equally to each. We have already stated that the Annual Accounts made 
up by the Accountant General arc constructed so as not to shew the Cash Balances 
due thereon ; these Accounts Collectors ought to sign every year, but tliey are not 
regular in doing so, and even if signed tliey would be evidence only of the gross 
Balance ; it is true tlie gross Balance of this Account may be reduced to a Cash 
Balance bv deducting from the amount of the foraicr the Arrears out-standing, and 
of the una'cquitted Bills in-the hands of the Receiver General: but though the Cash 
Balance, might be thus accurately ascertained, the Accountant Geueral’s Accounts 
beiiKT made up only annually, cannot be considered, even supposing them regularly 
signed and acknowledged, sufficient to provide for proving the Debts of Collectois 
as they may die or be removed from Office at periods of the year when such Ac- 
counts would not be evidence of the Balances then due by tliern.^ It will there- 
fore be necessary for the most part, when tlic debt of a Collector is disputed, to 
refer to the Accounts stated and returned by him for direct proof thereof; these 
Accounts consequently should be so framed, as to exhibit his Cash Balance, at in- _ 
terwals as little distant from each other as possible. 

In our First and Eighth Reports wc pointed out some of the principal defects s' 

of the system of accounting in the respective Departments of Customs and Excise, 
particularly the ivant of correct Statements of -the Cash Balances of Collectors, a,nd 
we proposed that the XX'cckly Abstract should be a sunjile Cash Account, exhibiting 
-the Collector’s Receipts and Pavinents during the ivcek, and 'tlie Cash actually in 
his hands at the end thereof; that the Monthly and Quarterly Accounts, whUc they 
shewed the produce of the several Duties composing tiie llevenue, brought to clia:^ 
within their respective jx;riocls, should substantially be reduced to Cash Accounts, 

A>y credit being taken for the Arrears out-stuniiingj and for tlie luiacquitted Bills in 
the hands of tiic Receiver tieneral ; that the Accountant General’s Accounts should 
be framed on the same principle as the Collector's Montlily and Quaiterly Accounts,^ 
and that the differences between the Accountant General’s Accounts and those ot 
Collectors, should be adjusted quarterly instead of annually. Thus the whole 
of the Accounts, as well those furnished by Collectors, as those made up by the 
Accountant General, would, if correctly stated, always agree in their Balances, 
while from their being differently constructed, though calculated to produce the 
same results, they would afford the means of respectively cliecking each other. Not- 
withstanding this plan of Accoimfs has been framed with imincdiate reference to 
the E.xcise Department, it is in its principle equally applicable to tliat of the Cus'- 
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loins; ami though, so fur as -nc can discover, not liable to any material objection 
Tt lias not -tjcen adopted by either of the Revenue Boards. The Legislature, how- 
ever,^ proceeding upon the principle of our recommendation, has directed by 
49 Oco. Ill, cap.' T 1 6. that every Collector shall transmit weekly to the Department 
■ to winch he belongs, an abstract signeil by himself, in the presence of and M'iinessed 
by an OlTiccr ot Customs (w Excise, debiting himself with all Monies received bv 
him m that week, or in his hands at its commencement, and crediting himself for 
all sums paid therein, and stating tlie balance thereon, which he is required to carry 
forward as the first article in the next week’s Abstract on the debitor credit side 
thereof, as the case may be; and that every Collector shall, once in every 5'car, 
within three months after 5tb day of January in each' year, or nithin three months 
after he should cease to be Collector, draw up, adjust, and settle with the Co-ii- 
imssioncrs of Cirstoms or Excise respectively, an Account of the whole 'year, or for 
•as much ot such year as he shall have been in charge of such Collection and shall 
sign such Account with -his name, and insert therein, among his Receipts and Pay- 
- ments, the particulars of his Receipts and Payments as set forth in his M’cckly aL 
stracts ; and that tiie Comniissionevs shall forthwith deliver a copy of-such Account 
•signed by their Secretary or Accountant General, to such Collector, and shall de- 
liver the Account to the Auditor General of the Exchequer, who shall transmit a 

• copy thereof to such C'ollectcn-, in oixier to its being sworn to, which he is required 
to do, and to deliver or transmit the same, sworn to in the manner ’ directed bv 
the Act, to the Auditor General of the Exchequer, before the first day of August 

-next following the date of the settling or adjusting such Account. It is also pro- 
vided, that where two or more Persons have been Collectors, or in ciiartre as such 
of the same District, in the course ot one and the same year, every such Person 
•shall be accountable and account for such part of the year only during which he 
shall -have been Collector, or in charge as aforesaid. Since the passing of tiiis -ict 
.each Collector returns, in addition to his other Accounts, a W^eckly Abstract, fraiiied 

• m conformity to its directions; -but except in this respect, no alteration has been 
made m the plan of the Accounts, the Quarterly Accounts furnished by Collectors, 
-ami the Annual Accounts made up -by the Accountaait General, still exhibitin'' 
hctitious Balances ; the proof, Imwever, of the Debts due bv Collectors, is cer- 

• tainly greatly tacilitated by the introduction of this Cash Abstract, but tlie System 

will be incomplete and its parts discordant, and not calculated to check each other, 
unless tbe whole uf the Accounts are constructed on one and the same principle of 
exhibiting Cash Balances, ‘ 

Nothing can more strongly evince the necessity of new modellmg the Accounts 
'Ot these Departments, than the emban-assment that almost invariably occurs when- 
ever they become tiie subject of investigation before a Jury. Even thou'di the 
Account be signed and acknowledged by a Collector, it little avails when it is 
tiHileislood ilmt the Balance is not a Cash Balance, but that he is entitled to credit, 
not only for Bills in the Receiver General’s hands, but for Duties uncollected the 
amount of which’ is probably disputed. The Claim of the Crown, under such cir- 

• rumstmees, assumes so imperfect a shape, as to be easily discredited, and it be- 

comes extremely difficult, |)articularly when there are many allowances sou’dit, and 
Items litigated, to render the transactions clear and intelligible to Persons not con- 
versant in Revenue Accounts. These observations require no better illustration 
tiiiu the Proceedings on uu Inquisition held in 1809, to ascertain the Balance 
due by Nicholas Power French, Esquire, late Collector of the Fort and District of 
(-.alway,^ who was suspended on the 27th of Apnl 180,5. In support of the Claim 
A ^ Accounts apfiear to have been principally relied upon ; ist. 'Fhe 

.Annual .Vccount made up by the Accountant General, in which he stated .Mr 
•Irench to be iudebted on .5th January 1805, in a Balance of i?.22,389. 4s. lofi/. 
2dly Mr. French’s own Quarterly Account, made up to the jth April 1805, and 
si:,nrj<i an<l sworn to by him, in wJiieh he acknowledged to owe a Balance of 
^.25,918. 10^. lod. (each of these Balances, including tiie Arrears of the Duties of 
Excise, the Surcharges on Custom Duties outstanding, and the Bills unacqiiitted in 
.tlie Receiver General’s hands ;) 3dly. An Account made up to the 27th April 
1805, signoil by Mr. French and' the Surveyor General Worthington, who took 
up the Collection from JMr. French on his suspension : according to this Account, in 
winch credit h given for tlie Arrears of Excise, and for the Bills unac<iuitted in 
.tlie Receiver Geucral’s hands, but not for the uncollected Surdmrgas on the Cus- 
tom Duties, .Mr. French appeared to owe a Balance of X. 11.569. lu. 8id; but .Mr. 

Worthington, 
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Wortliingtoii, the Surveyor General, who had been produced as a M itness on the 
part of the Crown, admitted that Mr. Fiench would, on a fair investigation of 
the Accounts, be entitled in reduction of this Balance, to further credits to the 
amount of ^.5,650. ns. principally, as we understand, for Custom Surcharges 

uncollected, and to an allowance of about Six hundred Pounds for House Rent ; de- 
ducting these sums from tlie Balance of JC.^ 1,569. u^. S^d. Mr. French would still 
one ,£'.5,319. os. yet the Jury, on vvhat grounds we cannot particularly learn, 
returned a Verdi6t for only £^.-2,037. -95. id. : but had these Accounts been made 
\ij) as we have recommended, Mr. French’s Cash Balance i^ould have been appa- 
rent on the face of them, and a result so very discreditaule to tlie Revenue would 
have been avoided. 

Though the Cash Abstract is returned in compliance with the Act, the Annual 
Adjustment of the Cash Account 1 ms not been carried into effect, as it was found 
that the Account, being required to pursue the details of the Weekly Abstracts, 
•would be so very voluminous as to occasion a great increase of labour and ex- 
pence. The mode of stating the Annual Account, as prescribed by the Act, is 
certainly liable to this objection ; it would seem to be sufficient to consolidate, 
•under their proper heads of Duties, the Receipts of each year, or rather, as we 
should recommend, of each quarter, a Quarterly Adjustment being preferable to 
one that is only Annual ; and in order to diminish the labour of keeping the Ac- 
counts, the supposed increase of which is also objected to the form of Accounts 
we proposed in our Eighth Report, books botli for CoUcciors and for the Ac- 
countant General’s Office might be printed, so that for the most part it ivould only 
be necessary to enter in figures, under their proper heads, the several sums re- 
ceived and paid. It seems likewise to be considered, that the adjustment of the 
'Cash Account cannot be effected from t!ie want of sufficient documents for that 
purpose, the amount of the Collector’s Receipts depending upon his own statement 
thereof; but this difficulty would, we apprehend, be surmounted, if all the Accounts 
were framed upon one uniform principle of shewing Cash Balances; for if the 
Accountant General, when he has reconciled with his own Account, the Collectors 
Quarterly Account, (framed as we have proposed in our Eighth Report) should 
find the Balance thereof differ from the Balance of the Collector’s Cash Account, a 
return of which, in addition to his other Accounts, ought to be made quarterly, 
verified upon Oath, it will only be necessary, in order to find where the variance 
lies, to examine the several items composing the Charge and Discharge sides of the 
latter ; on the Discharge side, the Payments being classed under their proper heads, 
would be easily checked by reference to the several Youdiers; the Charge side 
would be checked by adding to the Arrears of any Duty out-standing at the com- 
mencement of the Quarter, the produce of tlie same Duty nithin the Quarter, 
from which deducting the Arrears out-standing at tire close of the Quarter, the re- 
sidue ought to be eijual in amount to the Collector’s Receipts under that head of 
Duty ; if it differs lliereffom, tlierc must be an eri'or eitiicr in the Arrears out- 
standing, in the amount of Produce brought to charge, or in the Collector’s Re- 
ceipts, and this error ought to be immediately sought for and corrected ; as in con- 
•elucting this operation, the amount of the Arrears must betoken on the statement of 
the Collectors themselves ; those of the Excise Department should not be permitted 
to return their Arrear Accounts, as we observe they fer the most part do, •without 
signing and swearing to them ; the Collectors in tlie Customs Depurtinent should 
likewise be required to return upon Oath, every Quarter, an Account of the Sur- 
tliarges on Custom Duties uncollected, for the amount of whicii it will be neces- 
sary tor them to take credit in tlicir Accounts, in order to exhibit Cash balances, 
such Surcharges, when uncollected, aftccting the Balances of the Custom Accounts, 
as the Arrears of Excise Duties do those of the Excise Accounts. • But on whatever 
principle the Accounts of these Departments may be framed, the adjustment of tlie Col- 
lector’s Accounts with those statad by tlie Accountant General, is ii^.operation requiring 
the greatest attention, as differences between them, sometimes to a very considerable 
amount are, as we before mentioned, continually occurring, rendering their results at va- 
riance with each other, and the final settlement of Collectors Balances extremely diffi- 
cult. For the purpose of reconciling these diilcrences, the Accountant General makes 
up an abstract of them, which according to former practice was sent annually, but is 
now we understand sent quarterly to the Collector, whose Account it is intended to 
adjust, and to which he is required, in staling his subsequent vVccounts, to conform ; 
but though Collectors adopt the Balance of the Collection as regulated by the Ac- 
countant 
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countaiit Genera], they often continue to claim in their succeeding Accounts the same 
credits that -had been before disallowed, or jeserve them to be again brought 
forward whenever a final settlement of their Accounts should take place. This 
mode of proceeding not only renders the adjustment of the Account of no effect, so far 
as relates to the merits of sucii claims, but. is hazardous to the Revenue, as where 
tliey are of a long standing, it must always be diliicult at a distant day4o explain the 
grounds on which they had been disallowed, while plausible evidence may be offered 
in support of them; besides, when claims are permitted to accumulate to a great 
amount, without siidnau examination of their merits as may be considered final and 
conclusive, it renders the subsequent investigation .of them extremely dilliciilt and 
laborious, and paiiicularly so if it is to be conducted before a Jury : this is sufli- 
deiuly exemplified - in the suit against Mr. Moore,- the late Collector of .Mary- 
borough, who having held the Collection for about i q years, actually put in on the 
•trial in claims, amounting to £. 15,579. 7^- iii^--some referring to distant periodg, 
and many of them re-vived -after tlieir disallowance seemed to have been submitted 
to by him ; amongst tiiem are considerable Sums sought to be allowed on the ground 
that they had never been received by him, and that he liad been compelled by the 
• oi'ders oi the. Board of Excise to charge himself therewith ; but Collectors are liable, 
-according to a long established and well known regulation of the Excise Department, 
to be called upon to debit themselves with Duties returned by them as in arrear, 
whenever it appears to the Commissioners that their irregular conduct or neglect of 
taking proper steps to enforce the payment thereof has hazarded their recovery. The 
strict maintenance .of such. .a regulation is essential to the due collection of the 
Revenue, nor is it unjust in principle, for if a Collector should refuse to charge 
■himself with t!ie. amount of Duties in arrear by his default, the Commissioners 
mighfremovG him, and take proceedings upon his Bond for the breach oftiic condition 
incurred by such neglect ; it is therefore lenity to a Collector to allow him to hold his 
office upon his taking upon himself the consequences of his default, and his con- 
formity to an order to that effect, we cwiceive should be conclusive on him. Col- 
lectors however seem generally to ihink.fltherwise, and the settlement of tlieir Accounts 
is often impeded, and litigation occasioned by such Claims, as well as by those tliat 
are founded on dilferences between their own Accounts and those of the Accountant 
General. Vt'e submit, therefore, that such differences should not only be. reconciled as 
soon as they can with .convenience, but that the adjustment of them should be so 
conducted ami regulated as to be final, and that the particulars of the Account so 
adjusted, should never, so far as relates to tlieir merits, be liable to be subsequently 
questioned or discussed. 

For the speedy and effectual adjustment of the .\ccounts, and in order to bring 
the state ihereef periodically under the view of the Heads of the Departments, as 
upon their frequent and attentive lamination of them, will greatly depend the inain- 
. tenance of a strict system of Accounting ; we propose that every quarter, two Copies 
of the reconciling Abstract, prepared by the Accountant -General, be laid before the 
. respective Boards, one to be transmitted to the Collector, the o^er to remain with 
the Commissioners; that to be sent to the Collector should be accompanied by a 
I^ettcr, requiring him to conform to the Accountant General’s reconcilement, or to 
assign his reasons for not doing so, and kiforming him that he will be precluded from 
objecting at any subsequent period to the particulars stated in the Abstract : when a 
Collector submits to tlfc reconcilement, he ought to affix his.Signatuce to it, in the 
presence of some Officer of the Revenue, who should attest it, and the reconcile- 
ment should tlien be returned to tlie Board, and preserved as an evidence of the 
jiariicLilars thus adjusted, and of the Balance then acknowledged, to which the C'ol- 
Jector should conforsn in his succeeding Accounts. By this regulation, tlie Commis- 
sioners would be enabled, without relying upon the rejwrts ot Officers, to judge of 
the degree ot correctnesc with wliich Collectors .'Vccoimts are kept, and would also 
liave iiofore them the conduct of the several examining and certifying Officers, to 
whose irregularity apparent incorrectness ia the Accounts may (fftcu be owkig, with- 
out any default on the part of the Collector. From whatever causes the tiiftereiices 
in the Accounts may proceed, they ought to be traced directly to tl.cir source ; when 
.they arise from credits, claimed on tlie part of the Collcctur, or from objections made 
to the charges brought against him, hi,-; iSt.UemenU in support of such . claims or ob- 
jections, sliould be referred to the Accountant Gc.ncral for his exaniination ; if he 
report against their allowance, a copy of such Report ought to be forthwith trans- 
mitted to tlic Collector, and should ho still persist in maintaining the correctness of 

his 
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liis own Account, the differences ought then to be investigated before the Commis- 
sioners themselves (in the presence of the Collector whenever he may desire it, or 
the respective Boards conceive it necessary) by the examination of Witnesses on 
; Oath, or otherwise as circumstances may require, to enable them to form a just and 

I equitable decision, to v.hicli if the Collector submits, the reconciling Account as 

adjusted by the Commissionens, should be signed by him and witnessed in the 
manner before nsentioned, and preserved in the Accountant General’s Office; but if 
the (’oHector refuses to abide by the decision of the Commissioners of the Depart- 
ment to which lie belongs, he ought, we tliink, to be immediately susjx;ndcd, and a 
report of the case made to the Ij3rds of the Treasury, to whom he should be at 
liberty to apply for a revision thereof, the result of which should be laid before the 
Lord'Lieuteiiant for bis approbation, and the Collector either restored or dismissed 
accordinglv. The same course may be pursued wlienever a Collector has been 
required by the Board, on the ground of neglect of duty or irrcgulanty in his conduct, 

I to debit himsc-if witli sums which he alledges were not received by him ; the objec- 

tion made thereto by the Collector should he deliberately investigated, and the same 
}>rivilcge allowed him of applying to the Lords of the Trea.sury lor a revision of the 
<iccision of the Commissioners. — The due observance of tliese regulations will, it may 
be c.spCcted, produce an exactness in accounting, and render it easy at any time to 
ascertain the amount of a deceased or dismissed Collector’s Balance ; but to render 
the Quarterly Account, and the reconcilement so submitted to, final and conclusive, 

I a' legislative provision may be necessary, in order to obviate any doubts that might 

otherwise arise of tlieir being binding on the parties, and to prevent the ments of the 
I particulars stated in any such Account or reconcilement thereofi from being again 

I questioned or disputed. 

1 The clause of the Act, directing that where two or more persons should have been 

Collectors, or in charge as Collectors for the same District, in the course of one and 
the same year, every such person should be accountable and account for such part of 
the year only during which he should have been Collector, or in charge of the Collec- 
I tion, ought to be particularly attended to ; the mischievous eftects of blending the 

Accounts of different persons in charge of tlie same Collection at different times, so 
obvious in the case of Mr. Cuthbert, in the District of Cork, require that care should 
I be taken to state separate Accounts for every person in charge of a Distiict, whether 

lie be so in consequence of a vacancy by death or dismissal of a Collector, or of a 
suspension intended to be merely temporary' ; whenever any such suspension takes 
place, the Account which is usually made up between the Collector and the Surveyor 
General, who takes charge of the District, should be immediately examined, and 
' when adjusted, signed by the former as well as by the Surveyor General, as if it 

was intended to be a final Account, so that if he should not be afterwards restored 
such Account would be evidence against him, of the actual amount of the Balance 
tlUe by him at the time of his suspension ; in like manner on the restoration of any 
I such Collector, the Surveyor General’s Account while in charge, should be adjusted 

I by the Accountant General, and signed by the Surveyor General and the Collector, 

and the Collection should be handed over to the latter, as if lie had been only then 
appointed. 

I Having in our Eighth Report pointed out the great excess of the Cash Balances 

' of Collectors, above the amount allowed by Government to remain in their Imnds, 

we called for the Abstracts, shewing the Balances of Collectors as stated bv the Ac- 
countants General of the respective Departments at the close of the last Jlichaelmas 
' quarter ; and though it did not end on Saturday, the principal day for remitting, 

and consequently the amount of their Balances vvas greater than it would otherwise 
I have been, we have the satisfaction of observing, that they seem to be kept within 

more moderate bounds than formerly. But while their Balances appear to i)e incon- 
siderable, Collectors may by the remittance of fictitious Bills, retain a large portion 
I of their Receipts, converting the Revenue by this means to their own immediate use; 

they are als(», we apprehend, often induced, in consideration of a premium, to take 
Bills of doubtful credit, which, if protested for non-payment, may be replaced by 
otlier Bills equally doubtful, or perhaps drawn by and on the same parties, and 
though at length the amount thereof should be paid, the Public Money is not only 
in the interval at immense hazard, but prevented from reaching the Treasury in its 
due and regular course. In the three years ending 5th January 1808, the Bills 
remitted by Collectors of both Depai'tments, and protested for non-payment, 
amounted to X. 137..506. and in the three years ending 5th January 1811, they 
r,';. C amounted 
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amounted to £. I3^>j8r8. — But Rills good in their origin may happen to be dis- 
credited by the oix-ration of unavoidable circumstances, a^iid we are aware that sudi 
was the case in the latter period with Biils to a considei’able amount, 'vhich were 
afterwards paid ; our observations do not apply to sucli occurrences, but to a dealing- 
in what may be termed accommodation Bills, (wliich generally terminates in the ruin 
of the parties concerned in it) and in Rills which on the making of tlicm were unsafe. 
To this sort of traffic wc are inclined to attribute a great proportion of the protest 
of Bills remitted by Collectors, as we are persuaded, that if proper precaution be 
taken, good Rills are to be had in every Collection in Ireland, equal to the amount 
required; but if Collectors are permitted to replace Rills protested for non-payment 
by other Riiis, the .more frequently the same Rills are renewed, supposing a premium 
to be paid an each tnuisaction, tlie greater their emoluments, and tlmugh ultimately 
tliey are responsible for the Rills tliey remit, the immediate advaiftage thus derived 
raay-ofuai make them careless of the hazard they incur. To suppress such dcaliinr, 
is essential to tlie Revenue, and as profit is the inducement to it, we recommend that 
■whenever a Rill is protested for non-payment, tlie Collector remittiiv' sliould be 
required, in.'^tead of replacing it by another Bill, to pay the amount thereof in Cash 
or Bank of Ireland Notes, with Interest from the time of tlie protest and all expences 
thereon ; with the same view, it is also material to limit the period at whicli Bills 
remitted hy Collectors slioul-d become payable, and tlierefore we recoinm^d, that 
: they slmuld not on any account be allowed to remit Bills at a longer date or sierht 
than tliirty-one days. The Receiver General also should be required, -whenever the 
observations he will naturally make upon the Bills remitted to him, induce him to 
think that a Collector is dealing in fictitious Bills, to report the same to the Heads of 
the Department ; when Bills are repeatedly drawn on the same persons, who are 
neither Bankers nor regular Traders, a traffic of this description may be suspected, 
and the Collector ought to be immediately called upon to account for transactions 
apparently so_ irregular. The frequent protests also of Bills remitted by the same 
Collector, which ^vill be seen from the Returns made w’eekly to the Commissioners 
of the respective Departments, and daily to the I>ords of the Treasury, m e stron<T 
evidence of a dealing in unsafe Bills, and the security of the Revenue w ould seem to 
require that, under sucli circumstances a Collector, should be called upon to pay his 
Balance, and be suspended until he does so. 

With respect to the remedies afforded by law for the speedy and eftectual rc- 
• covery of Balances due by Public Accountants, it appears that the Act of 21st and 
2-2(1 Geo. III. cap. 20. was made expressly for that purpose ; besides givin<^ to 
obligations to the Crown the same efficacy as matters of Record, it provides, °that 
all suits in the Court of Exchequer for debts or duties due to the Crown, should 
be had, made, and carried on by Capias exlaidi facias or inmiediatc extent, sub- 
pmua, attachments, and proclamations of allegiance, if need should require, or 
otherwise as by the said Court should be thought expedient for the more speedy 
recovery of tlie King’s debts, and that execution may be awarded upon tlie body, 
lands, and goods of tiie debtor; and in order to facilitate the sale of lands, &c! 
t!ie estates of inheritance of Public Accountants who have become indebted to the 
Crown, when the annual value thereof is not sufficient within the compass of several 
years to satisfy tlie Arrears due by any such Accountant, it is provided by 2 jtli Geo. 
ill. cap. 53. amending the preceding Act of 21st and 22cl Geo. III. cap. 20. tliat 
wlien the party is bound by writing obligatory to the Crown, and the debt due 
by _ him does not exceed the penal sum mentioned tlievcin, writs of Scire 
Jdcias may be sued out against him, his heirs, executors, administrators or 
assigns, as_ the case may require; but that when the debt exceeds the penal sum 
m such obligation mentioned, or there has been no obligation given by the Account- 
ant, .a Conimis.sion should issue out of the Court of rlxcliequer, and that the In- 
quisition and finding thereon, and the Judgment on the Scire facias, should be re- 
spectively conclusive evidence of the amount of the debt due by such Accountant, 
uoless such Judgment be reversed, or the Inquisition set aside in the manner pointed 
out by the Act ; and that after the amount of the debt has been so ascertained, the At- 
torney General should be empowered to file an Information for the sale of the lands 
&c. of any such debtor, liberty being however reserved for any Person clairain" para- 
mount to the right of the Crown, to assert such claim, by putting in upon Oath an 
answer to such Information. The Provisionsofthe Act of 21st and 2ad Geo III cap 
20. referred to in this Report, seem to be founded on the Englisli Statute of 33d 
VoL lit. p. goi. Henry VIII. cap. 39. and it is stated by Mr. Howard in his Treatise on tiie Exchequer 

Mild 
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and Revenue of Ireland, to be the practice in England, since tiiat Statute, to issue on 
ii Bond to the Crown, which is in the nature of a Statute Staple, an immediate extent 
at any time witliin a year and a day after the Bond was given ; but that if it were 
<loiibtful whether the condition Mere forfeited, or it Mere prosecuted after a year, a 
Scire facias is then issued, and tliat even in such cases the Crown lui^it have an 
immediate extent upon an affidavit made before a Baron, that the King’s 
debt is in danger. Having consulted the Attorney CJeneral, referring him to the 
English Statute, and ilr. Howard’s Treatise, he is of opinion that an extent in the 
first instance cannot be issued on the Bond entered into by a Collector or his Sure- 
ties ; M'e submit, however, that cases may often occur in which it miglit tend to the 
security of the Revenue, to allow process to issue in the iirst instance to attach the 
chattel property of a Public Accountant, to abide such Judgment as may be had 
against him, an affidavit being previously made of the debt to the Ciown, and also 
of its being in danger without such summary aid; and wc also recommend, ia 
order to avoid delay and expence, arising from a m".]ti]ilicity of Suits, that when the 
debt due by a Collector is to be ascertained, cither by Inquisition or by proceeding 
taken on bis Bond, his Sureties, or their Representatives should be made jiartie# 
thereto, by Notice being served upon them for that purpose, with full liberty to 
question the Balance returned against liiin, and that the judgment had thereon, 
either upon default or otherwise, should in all cases be conclusive evidence of the 
amount of the debt due by the principal against all the parties, so that immediate 
execution might issue thereupon against the Sureties ivithout any ether preceeffiog^ 
and in any Suit to be instituted against their heirs or representatives, or tlwse 
of the principal, the only question remaining to be tried would be, the liability of the 
lauds in their possession to the demand of tlie Crown. 

The subsequent DETAILS will illustrate many of our preceding obser; ations, and 
shew the importance of the regulations we have suggested, as they regard the frame 
of the Accounts, and their frequent and final adjustment ; by their adoption, ac- 
cumulation of charge against Collectors arising from w ant of exactness in accounting 
will be prevented, the true amount of their Balances at any yieriod will be easily 
ascertained, and the difficulty of proving their debts in future will be obviated, while 
the Heads of Departments, by enforcing our recommendation.s in respect to remit- 
tances, will be enabled to limit the Cash to be left in the hands of Collectors to sucli 
amount as the Public Service may seem to require. 

In these Details, our attention will appear to have bear principally directed to the 
evidence which might be offered in proof of the Debts of the several Collectors ; 
the discovery of property liable thereto, depending upon local enquiry, upon exa- 
mination of Public Records, or perhaps upon proceedings for disclosure of title, tlic 
investigation for that purpose can, we consider, be conducted w itii most effect by 
the respective Solicitors. We have now therefore only to recommend, that before legal- 
proceedings be taken for such of these Arrears as w’e conceive to be recoverable, 
a statement of tlie evidence of tlie Debt as selected by us, together with such 
other facts as may be material to the case, should be laid before Counsel for their 
opinion and directions. 



CUSTOMS DEPARTMENT. 



COLLECTORS. 


SECURITY. 


Salauccdue s January 1810, 
and 

wliCn incurred. 


iniliam Boyd 


Bond ------- £. 2,000. 


' 9 '- 9 <i 




Collector; — Ileoiy Wray.ofCastlcwray in the 
County Donegal, and George Carey, of Cas- 
tlecary in said County, Esqrs. 25tli Mov. 1718. 


i: 5 ». 


BALLYRAINE. 



MR. BOYD, the Collector, died in October 1791, while holding the Collection ; 
and it appears, that in 1805 legal proceedings were taken against Mr. Alex- 
ander Boyd, his heir ; and the Solicitor states, that as soon as he caa procure 
r . evidence 
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evidence of the debt and seisin of the Defendant, the Crown may go to Trial, — 
AVith respect to proof of the debt, there is an Account in the Auditor General's 
• OJiice made up from 25th June 1791 to Cth October 1791, when Mr. Boyd died, 
and which is signed and sworn to by a Mr. Alexander Wallen, his Pro-collector, 
wherein he appeai-s to have been indebted as follows : 



To Revenue Balance 6th October 1791 - -£.1,142 9 6 

“ J..oan Balance - 56 18 10^ 

“ Linen Balance - - - - - - .—15 — 



£■ 1,300 3 41 



But against the Balance so stated by the Pro-collector, credit was claimed 
for certain payments, made as was aliedged by tlie Board's Order, amounting to 
£. 200. 5^. and we find that tlse following allouances were made to hinj : viz. 

By Board's Order of the 29th November 1804 - £. 201 5 6l 
By D'D* of the 21st January 1S08, > _ _ ^ 

an allowance for Costs incurred. J * ' 3 J o 4 



£. 5^0 18 10-1- 

declucting this sum from the Balance as struck by the Pro-collector, the Account 
will stand thus : 

To Balance admitted by Pro-collector - - £. 1,300 3 4I: 

By allowed by Board's Orders - - - - 530 18 104 

Balance remaining due, according the the Pro-collector's Account £. 769 4 6 



• But at the time the Account was stated by tlie Pro-collector, Mr. Boyd being 
dead, the .autliority derived from him had ceased, and the Attorney General, 
whom we consulted on this point, is of opinion that an Account under such cir- 
cumstances is not evidence. But as Mr. AV alien, the Pro-collector, is still living in 
BaJlyraine, he may, as we conceive, be produced to prove the Account made up 
by. himself, and tlie Balance due thereon by Mr. Boyd ; but before any further 
legal proceedings be taken, a statement of the evidence that can be a»lduced in 
s'upport of this claim, should be submitted to the Law Officers for their opinion. 





B A L T I M 0 R I-:. 




RichardTonson 


No Bond can be found. 1 


i?.387- 2s. 6(/. 
I7;'i4. 



THi'i Solicitor states that several proceedings were taken by a former SoIIcitoi 
to the Revenue tor the recovery of this Balance, but w ithoiit effect, and that the 
Bond entered into by the Collector, and his Sureties is not now to be found, it is 
stated in a case laid before Counsel, that the Collector claimed to be allowed this 
Sum on account of the expence incurred in a seizure he liad made, but that the 
Board had .considered the demand as unreasonable, considering the distant 
period when.tlie Balance is aliedged to have l>een incurred, and the doubt whether 
the chafge could be sup[iorted. We are of opinion, tiiat it should be struck out of 
the AccounL 



Thomas Spaight 



- Bond £.2,000. £. 1,138. 19.-. -]\d. 

TlieCollector; — Fran*P.Burlon,ofBun- Z 

craggy, County of Clare, and Hugh 17^4- 

IS’orcott, of Springfield in said County, 

Esfjrs. 21st July 1761. 



The Solicitor states tfiat this Collector having died without leaving any pro- 
perty that could be resorted to in liquidation of the Balance due by him, Writs of 
Scire facias were sued out against the respective heirs of his Sureties, who filed Pleas 
of Performance and Non-seisine. We cannot discover any Account made up by 
the* Collector, or by any Person on his behalfi by which this debt can now be proved. 

It 
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It appears from an Account in the Auditor General’s Office, for the Quarter ending 
24th June 1763, signed and verified upon Oatli by Mr- Spaight, that he was in- 
debted at that day, lor the Revenue and Loan Duties, ina Balanccof £.766. 4s. 2\d. 
I-'roni the 24th June 1763, Mr. Spaight continued in Office until 30th August 
following, and according to an x\ccount made up for Michaelmas Quarter 1763, by 
Mr. Robert Gordon, Surveyor General then in charge of the Collection, a Balance 
appears against Mr. Spaight of £. 2,748. 4 ^- exceeding the Balance struck 
against him in tlie Account stated by the Accountant General by only a sum of 
£. 3. 4s. 1 id. ; but Mr. Spaight is not a party to either of these tvvo last-mentioned 
Accounts, and therefore they arc not evidence to charge him or his Sureties ; and 
as he appears to have paid into the Treasury in February 17641 a sum more than 
double the amount of the Balance on the Account signed by himself, and for which 
he would be entitled to credit in discharge of such Balance, if a suit were instituted 
for recovery thereof, while no additional debit could be proved against him, we are 
of opinion, that no further proceedings should be taken in this case. 



Richard 'right ~ | 


Bond - ^.2,000. 


^£'.482. IS. 7d.. 




[ The Collector ; — Carleton Whitelock 
1 and James Crowe, of the City of Dublin, 
j Esqrs. 13th March 1764. 


Jan. 1805. 



The Solicitor states that the heir of tliis Collector had filed a Plea of Non-seisin te 
the Scire f acids issued against him, and that the Crown having joined issue thereon, 
a trial may be had when evidence of tiie fact of seisin and of the debt can be pro- 
cured. 

This Arrear is overstated : — The Balance due by Mr. Wright amounted on tlic 
5th of September 1805, when he quitted the Collection, according to the Accountant 



General's Account, to 
From which is to be deducted allowances per Board's 

Orderof 14th March i8o6 - - - ‘££7 19 i| 

Amount of a Bill protested, but since 

paid . - . - -i ^-578 16 9 

Deducting therefrom the amount of 
fines and seizures, added to his 
Balance by Board’s Order 25th 
January 1809 - - - - 185 12 



|c£. 854 17 2f 



393 4 5 



Balance remaining due as per Accountant General’s Account,? 
5 January i8og - -3 

In reduction of this Balance w;c are of opinion, that Mr. Wright 
is entitled to the following allowances, which though not credited 
by the Accountant General, were allowed by the Surveyor Ge- 
neral on making up Mr. Wright’s Account to the 5th Sep- 
tember 1 80,5 ; 

Old Surcliarges against Mr. Graham, late Surveyor 
General, still out-standing, claimed by Mr. Wright . 
in July Quarter 1804 - -^.96 1 iif 

Surcharges of 1803 allowed by 

Board’s Order - - - 43 6 n 

139 8 lof 



Establisliment of Swan Cruizer, not endorsed, claimed 
by Mr. Wright in October Quarter 1 804, but al- 
lowed to the Surveyor General Dawson in Quar- 
ter endir^ 5th January 1806 - 



461 3 



\£393 1 3 



- 162 10 8 



• -£ 



301 19 6^ 
61 14 



55- 



D 



Considering 
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Considering the smallness of this Balance, and tllat it is also probable that other 
credits might be esIablLsbed to its farther reduction, tve recommend that the proceed- 
ings for its recovery shall be discontinued. 





CORK. 


Bernard Shaw - 


Bond - _ . . _ 12,000. 1 

Collector ; — Robert Shaw and Luke^ 
lVhite,ofCityofDublin,Esqi-s. 27 May lyod-j 


-£^■ 7 . 433 . 11^. 7(i 
1 x8o8. 



^ pioceeniugs nave Dcen taken tor the recovery of the Balance due in this case 
>it beuig understood that the Representatives of Mr. Shaw would pay the amount 
actually due as soon as it was ascertained. This Arrear originally amounted to 
7,^go. 15s. pd. but in July 1809 an allowance was made to Mr. Shaw of 
3.J_rorf. on account of sundry Overcharges repaid to Merchants, which 



reduced the Balance returned against him to 

In the further reduction of this Balance, the Representatives of 
IMr. Shaw have claimed several otlier allowances which we have 
examined, and are of opinion that he is entitled to credit for the 
following sums : 

:Sundry Salaries paid by Mr. Shaw in 1796, 1797, and 1S08, 
but disallowed by the Accountant General for want of the Par- 
ties Receipts - - - _ . -^.7847 

These payments were regularly claimed by Mr. 

Shaw in his Quarterly Accounts, and as they were 
made to Persons on the Establishment, most of 
whom are ance dead, without any subsequent 
.demand by their Representatives on account of 
their Salaries, we think that though the Receipts 
are not now fbrlh-coming, the amount sloould be al- 
lowed. 

Sundry Overcharges in the Examiner of Customs 

Certificates now allowed by liim - - - 23 i3 3 

Sundry Surcharges on Custom Duties which had 
been brought to charge against Mr. Shaw at and 
previous to the 5th of January 1808, and which, 
according to the Affidavit of Mr. P. Ryder his 
Pro-collector, were due and out- standing on the 
17th June 1 808, the day 'of Mr. Shaw’s 
decease - - - .£.1,766 1 — 

Deduct part thereof collected by Mr. 

Worthington, Surveyor General, 
and credited by the Accxiuntant 
General in tlie Account made up 
for Mr. Shaw, to the i8tli June 
1808 - 



89 . 



■Sundry Surcliargcs on Liglit-house Duties, brought 
in like manner to charge against ]\Ir. Shaw, mid 
according to Mr. Ryder s Affidavit remaining due 
and out-standing on the 1 7th June 1808- 
■Cost of W riting Desk, disallowed for want of 
Board's Order, but stated by Mr. Shaw to have 
been provided for the use of the Revenue - 



1.677 — 3 



66 



10 4 9 



Balance remaining line by the late Bernard Shaw, Esquire - 



If- 7. 438 II 7 



'.855 9 S 



.M83 I II 



™ of opinion^shonld be dis- 
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It is not explained upon what grounds this claim is made. 

Claimed by Mr. Shaw to be flowed out of the produce of Fines and Seizures in ® ® 
the Port of Cork, for the year ended 25th of March 1798, but which the Examiner 395 !• 5 
of Information Books disallowed ,• viz. 

Registers Fees, Examiner and Auctioneers poundage on sundry 

Cargoes, sold by Board’s Order for payment of tile Duties - 210 — - ii 

The Collector’s expences on going to Dublin, and returning on 

account of the seizure of the Diamond and Cargo - - 85:96 

For want of Captain Baylic’s Receipt - - - - - 100 

£■ 395 1° 5 

With respect to the claim of the sum of ^.2io. 05 . 1 id. it appears, that in con- 
sequence of tlie sale of certain Goods in the Port of Cork, in the year ending 25tli 
March 1 79S. fur payment of the Custom Duties, Mr. Shaw charged the same 
Fees, &c. to tlie amount claimed as were usually allowed in cases of sales under 
Seizures for Frauds against the Revenue. But by a Letter from die Board of Customs 
to -Mr. Shaw, dated 20th October 1796, in consequence of a similar charge having 
been made for Fees, &c. on a sale of a Cargo of Wines for the Duties, he was in- 
formed that such sale was merely a form, and not to be considered in tlie same light 
as ordinary Seizures, and that such chargt's could not be permitted to stand against 
the Crown; as therefore Mr. Shaw was, previous to 1798, apprised of tliis Order of 
the Board, we consider that he is not entitled to the amount now claimed ; besides, 
tlie Examiner of Information Books avers, that he did not receive any jiayment on 
account of the Sales referred to ; and we think it probable that tlie Register of 
Seizures may, as we understand is usual, have retained tliis sum in his hands for 
the use of the Parties entitled, and if so, the Representatives of Mr. Shaw should re- 
sort to him. The charge of 195. Gd. being the amount of the Collector’s ex- 

pences in going to Dublin and returning, on account of the Diamond’s Cargo, was 
disallowed for want of the Board’s Order. When a Collector undertakes a journey 
by the Board’s Order, his travelling expences are, we understand, allowed ; but 
when there is no such Order, any such allowance must depend on tlie discretion 
of the Commissioners, and as credit for this sum was frequently claimed by the late 
Collector, and as constantly refused, it is to be presum^ tliat the Board did not 
consider it to be a case in which bis expences ought to be paid by the Revenue. 

The sum of ^.100. paid to Captain Bayley, which had beai disallowed for want 
of Receipt, was allowed to the Collector by the Examiner in the year ending 
25th March 1800, 



DINGLE. 

IV. Blennerhasset - \ Bond jC. 2000. j .£.950. 165. 5</^. 

I The Collector ; — John Blcnnerhasseti 

I of Ballyseedy, and John Blenncrhassett 
I of Tralee, both in the County of Kerry, 

Esqrs. 12th Oci’’ 1761. 

THE Solicitor states tliat proceedings were taken as well against the heir and ler- 
tenants of the Collector as of the Sureties, each of whom had filed Fleas of Per- 
formance and Non-seisin ; that in order to ascertain the fact of Seisin, he had 
caused different searches to be made in the Registry Office w ithout effect ; but on 
examining the Will of tlie Collector, he discovered that he bequeathed some property 
to his Widow’, whom he appointed his executrix, and that in consequence he was 
proceeding by Sch’e facias against her, and would be ready to go to trial, provided 
suflicient proof could be given of the debt. We applied to the Auditor General’s 
Office and cannot find there any stated Account of Mr. Blennerhasset’s for the 
Christmas Quarter 1796, which was the Quarter preceding his quitting the Collec- 
tion. We also called for the Accounts, if any, that were made up between Mr, 
Blenncrhasset and John Cuthbert, Esq. Surveyor General, on the latter’s taking 
charge of the Collection, in Lady-day Quarter 1797, as also the last Monthly 
Accounts and Weekly Abstracts furnislied by ^Ir. Blenncrhasset whilst in the 
55. Collection, 
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Collection, but were informed that no such Accounts can be had ; we therefore 
rccomuieiid all proceedings in this case to cease, and the Arrear to be discharged as 
irrecoverable. 



jirthur Herbert - 


Bond £. 2,00c. 


£. 6,Sio. 13^. 7(/j. 




Collector; — The Earl of Glandore and 1 


180J. 




Cba* iNPCnriby of Ueadford, County of I 
Kerry, Esquire; 10th July 1797. I 





In the Report of the Solicitor it is stated, that Ciistodiams have been obtained at 
the suit of tile Crown, of the Lands of each of the Collector's Sureties, the Earl 
•of Glandore and Charles M'Carthy, Es(j. but tliat payment of the rents lias not 
yet been enforced. Mr. Herbert died in the Collection on the 2lst May 1803, and 
t!ie Accountant General’s Account, on wUicii the Balance now returned in arrear is 
struck, is made up to that day. The latest Account furnished by Mr. Herbert 
now to be found, is a Montbly Account made up to the 5th April 1S03, and 
signed by liim, in which he acknowledged to owe a Cash Balance on the Revenue 
jVccount of - -- -- -- - 1,330 5 6| 

And on the Stamp Account of - - - . _ yyg ^ 



Cash Balance due by Mr. Herbert 5th April 1803 - j£. 2,126 10 io| 



Between 5th April and 2 ist I\Iay 1 803, Mr. Herbert was chargeable as follows : — 
To the CuiTcnt yVrrears returned out-standing in his Monthly Ac- 
count above-mentioned, and to be accounted for by him - ,£.4,880 i il 

"n'o the produce of Duties from the ^tli April to 2 1 st May 1 803 61 S — 6 1 

To Receipts from Distributors of Stamps from the 5th April to 

21st May - - - - 526 — — 

To half a year's Quit Rent to Easter 1803 . . - . 1,078 19 7I 

In addition to the Charge of Duties from the 5th April to the 
21st May 1803, the Accountant General makes the following 
Charges : 

Surcharges on Customs - - , _ =£.1,633 ^3 — 

Charity Balance ----- 256 i5 4 

Stamp Print Balance - - - - 835 

1,898 n 9 



£■. 9,001 13 — J 

From which deduct, 

'Sundry Payments credited by Accountant General 

from 5th April to 21st May 1803 - -£.1,90419 pf 

A.rrears out-standing on 21st May 1 803, credited 

by ditto, including Quit Rent Arrears - - 4.141 2 9I 

— : 6,046 2 71 



Balance on Additional Account - . _ - 

Ditto on Monthly Account to jth April 1803 - 


i;. 2.955 10 

- 2,126 10 


.5 

lOi 


Total Balance 21st May 1803 - 


£. 5,082 1 





Of this Balance the judgments obtained against the Collector's Sureties cover 
£. 2,000. nearly the amount admitted to be due by the Monthly Account ; with re- 
spect to the residue of the Balance, Mr. Herbert appears to be entitled to certain 
credits in reduction thereof, and we apprehend that some of the items will be ex- 
tremely difficult of proof. As to the surcharges on Customs of£. 1,633. they 
were brought to charge by the Accountant General, as certified by the' Examiners 
of Customs, and were principally founded on Bonds given to the Collector for 
Salt Duties, with the amount of which not having charged himself he was 
surcharged by the Examiner; but it apjiears from the Account made up by the Sur- 
veyor General, who took up the Collection from Mr. Herbert, that Bonds taken by 
the Collector for Salt Duties, to the amount of £. 1,293. 6 d. had been trans- 

mitted to the Hoard, and that there was a further sum of £. 90. for Salt Duties, due 
by one Patrick l itzlicnry, making together a sum of £’.1,383. 165. 6 d. for which we 

consider 
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coadder Mr. ilerbert i.? entitled to credit as i"-iiast the clianre of ^S’'- 

and as to the residue «>f the charge, wiiidi dfKis not ajtpcar to have l>een nimlc 
until after the death of Mr. IIerl)ert, there are no means now of provinii it, the Hooks 
oi'tlie Collection, for which we enquired, not being in the possession of the Uevenuc ; 
and though the Hro-colkctor is living and resides at Ding!'.', it ean .scarcely he ex- 
jifcted that he could, witliout having documents to refer to, asceitain traiisaclions, 
of an iuicitnt date. 

The Charity Halanoe of 15^. Ad. is also wc r.pprcliend, incapable of 

proof. The Charily Fuad, as it is called in the Revenue, is composed of 
i.;iull deductions from OiBcsrs Salaries, for the pnrposa of their heiii’f applied 
to the support of superannuated Officers. The B,dance charged against Mr. 
flerbcrt on this account, arose in the years l8eo, l8oi, iSo^ and O3 ; but 
there' is no document shewing tiiat Mr. Herbert actually made the deductions 
on which llie charge id founded, tlie [iractice beiu:: fur the OfBcers to sign Receipts for 
the full mnouat of tiieir Salaiies, and the only check on the CoUector is, tliat 
his Auniml Accounts « ill not be passed unless he shea s that he has settled his Charily 
Account, and in the j'cars in which tiic charge accrued, it a[)pears that 5 Ir. 
Herbert did not pass his Accounts. The amount received from the distributors of 
Stamps, between the 5th April and 21st May iSoj, can be proved by the Collectors 
lleceijits remaining in the Stamp Olhcc, but with inspect to the amount received 
witiiln LiiC same period on account of otliee Duties, there is no written evidence or 
document that we can discover, and therefore «e do not think it would be advisalilc 
to ii]^ciuite any proceedings against tlie Representatives of ifr. Herbert on tiie 
p.trolc testimony of the Pro-collector, who is we underatand a very old and infinn man, 
b jt llidt ineasuros should be taken to levy oiV tiie sureties under the Custodiauis al- 
ready obtained, the penalty oftlieir Hon.is. 



DUBLIN P O 11 1 '- 



George Martin 



4 Bonds, as follows ; 1 1 Aug. 1 7G4. \ 

1st Ijoiid 2,000. 

The Collector, and Tlio' liunhury, of 
Kill in the County Carlow, Esq.andTho’' 
Hawkshiiw, City of Dublin, Merchant. 

2d like Bond; Collectcr, and Francis 
Wilson of Tally, County of I.ongford, 
and ISiim. Wilkinson of Coolainber, d® 
W'estineath. 

,'id like Bond; Collector, and Cha' 
Dovie, of Brambleston ia the County of 
Kilkenny, Esq. 

4tli like Bond; tlic Collector, and Geo. I 
EdaP Howard, and W“ M' Murtrie, ofj 
the City of Dublin, Merchant. 



£■ * 
17G7. 



-■A 



THE Solicitor in hU Report slates, that this Collector died insolvent, that proceed* 
ings were taken against each of hi.s Sureties, and the amount of their Bonds re- 
covered. It appears that Mr. Martin having been appointed Collector of the 
Port of Dublin in the year 1764. entered into four separate Bonds for 2,000. 
each to His Maic,sty vrith dilK-mit Sureties, and that in the year 1707, he became a 
defiiuUcr in a Balance of upwards of £. 15,000. On examining tlie Account stated 
by the Accountant General, it appeared that the Crow n hud been in receipt of part 
of the rents of the Lands of Cuppogue in tiie County of Diihliu, the propertv of the 
Collector, under a Custodiam from the year 1771 to the year 17S3. and that several 
payments had also been made by the Collector’s Sureties, on accomit of the penalties 
in their obligations, but taking both fogcthcr. they were short of liie uLole amount of 
the Security given to the CiTpuii, by a sum of £. 1,797. 4^. 71/. and we could not find 
though we made enquiries for that purpose) that any other ]!avniiiits hud been made 
than those for which credit had been so given by liie Accountant General in his 
Account ; therefore as it appeared to us, that the Bonds of the Sureties were not as 
stated by the Solicitor, fully discharged, we thought it necessary to jnvesti<mte further 
into this Balance, when we discovered not only that Mr. Martin was not dead but 
that he now is, and as we believe has been frotntheyear 1783, in undisturbed receipt 
of the rents of lire Lands as granted in Custodiam, and we also Ib-and tliat he was 
55 - E i. 
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in a short time to receive a sura of £,. 50O. due to him by the late Mr. Graves 
Chamney, who had been his tenant, for part of tlie Lands of Capiiogue, of which 
circumstance we apprized the Commissioners of Customs, that measures sliould be 
taken, if possible, to attach this sum on behalf of the Crown. Tiie annual amount of 
the rents of Mr. Martin's Lands as received by the Cro\vn, was 1 20. payable out 
of 80 acres held by Mr. Chamney, but acewdiug to the Report of Mr. Howard and 
Mr. Caldwell, formerly Solicitors of the Revenue, tlie Custodiam covci'cd 1 87 acres, 
and in the year 1769, when it was obtained, besides tlie Lands jiossessed by Mr. 
Chamney, other Laiidg, part of Mr. Martin’s Estate of Cap[>ogue, were held by a Mr. 
Doyle, subject also to the yearly rent of £. 1 20. ; however, Mr. J^oylc’s son, the 
present tenant states, tliat he never heard of any rent having been paid ihcreont to 
the Crown, or that the same had been ever deman Jed. Ttic present rents of Mr. 
Martin's Estate amount to £. 290. per aimum, but lie is only tenant for life, and a 
very old man, and therefore we can only recommend that immediate steps be taken 
to get again into the receipt of \Ir. Martin's rents under the Custodiam. and 
that proceedings be renewed against such of his Sureties or their Representatives sis 
have not discliarged their Bonds, and have property liable to the debt. 





D U N D A 


L K. 






Jrthiir Loftits • 


Bond ------ 


£. 3,000. 1 


£. 684. 6,y. 


lid. 




Collector llic IV Hon. Earl of Ely, | 
and Henry Loftus of Sackviiic-sti'cet, j 
Hubiin, Esq. iStliJanuary 1777. 


1781. 





IT appears that Mr. Loftus went out of the Collection 26th May 1 781 , being in- 
rlebted, according to an Account then stated by Tlionuis Morris, Surveyor General, 
ina Balance of,£. 827. 1 8s. i-Jt/.to which it would seem a chargeof J]'. 32. 2S. 04 -^/. was 
afterwards added, but on what account does not afipear, making a Balance due by 
him of £. 8th). os. 24 d. This Balance was, as we are informed, discharged by Lord 
Ely, one of his Sureties, in the year 1 798. It was afterwards however discovered 
by the iVccountant General, that tlw Account made up by the Surveyor General only 
contained the Revenue Duties, and that the Collector was indebted in a Balance of 
£. C84. 6s. i-lzf. on account of the appropriated Duties; but though the Accoiiniant 
General may be coirect in tliis statement, we have not been able to procure evi- 
dence in support of it, and thei-efore we recommend this Arrear to be discharged as 
iirecovcrable. 



E N N I S. 



ijcorge CogbUui - j 


Bond ------ c£. 2,000. 


£.3^6. 19 s. gill. 




j The Collector Tlio* Walsh of Tay- 
lorstown. County of Waterford, Esq. 
j and John Qiiuiry, of Johnstown in said 
1 County, Esq. 2djune iT^i. 





THE Balance due by this Collector appears from an Account made up by the Ac- 
<xjuatant General to the 2;)Ui January 1 764, to have been originally £. 546. 1 9^. Qi</. 
of which the executors of the Collector paid in May 176.5, £.100. reducing the 
Balance to the sum now out-standing. The present Solicitor of Customs in his 
Report states, that in consequence of his having taken proceedings against the 
Suredes of this Collector, he has been informed that he died possessed of some 
pro|)erty in the County of Waterford, and that he has renewed tlie Scire facias, and 
hopes to be able to recover the Balance from the [jropertv of the Principal or of his 
Sureties. Against oneof the Sureties a Custodiam has bl?n obtained, the heir of the 
Ollier Surety has pleaded to the scire facias, and it is stated that the Crown may go 
to trial as soon as evidence of the debt, and of tlie breaches of the condition of the 
Bond, and tlie fact of seisin can be proved. 

In fact Mr. Howard, formerly Solicitor to the Revenue, discovered in 1783 tliat 
both Mr. Coghlan an 1 his Sureties died possessed of considerable propkty, more it 
inav be presumed than sullicieiit to liquidate tlie Balance returned as out-standing, the 
amount of which being so small, w j see no necessity for incurring any additional 

C.X pence 
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expence in proceeding against tl»e heir of the Surety, who has pleaded (otlie Scire 
Jacias, but recoinmenJ that tlie debt should be levied under the Custodiam already 
obtained. 



John Harrison - { Bond 2,000. 

Tlie Collector ; — Rich* Longficld, of 
Castioinary in the County of Cca'k, 

Esq. and Robert ITarrrson, of .Aungicr- 
slreet, Dublin, Esq. 6th I'clx lyoq. 

The Balance in this case was originally .£‘.3.102. 10s. 5.J^.butin consequence of 
several payments made previous to tlie year 1804, it was reduced to £.i,8.'o. os. %d. 
and a Custodiam of ^'.r. Harrison’s Lauds, n hkh are stated to be of the net yearly 
value of £.234. i4i'. 8d. having been obtained in that year, an order was served 
on the tenants to paytlieir rents h) Joshua Nunn, Esq. who was appointed Receiver. 
From ail Account that has been furnislied to us, it appears that ^fr. Nunn has 
received out of these I.,aiKls, between the time the Custodiam was granted, and the 
monLh of November i8io, £. 1,207. 15 ?- ^d. from which deducting his pivymcnts on 
account of Quit Rents and Stamps £.40. 145. 3rf. and the amount of Fees as Receiver 
£.60. "]S. qe/. there remains a sum of £. 1,106, 13^. which lias been paid to' the 
Receiver General, thereby reducing Mr. Harrison’s Balance to £. 743. 6^. Z^d.\ as 
there is a pro^pect of this Balance being speedily liquidated, it does not seem to us to 
be necessary that any proceedings should be taken against the Sureties. 



£.1,129. 3if/. 

Sept' 14th 1799. 



F O X F O R D. 



Honourable 
John Brown - 



^ Bond i;. 2,000. ■£■^ 33- 0^. Sill. 

Collector; — Tire Earl of Allamont, I786. 

and the Hon^' P. B. Kellv, commoniy 
called Lord Westport ; 11 ill Nov. 1772. 



THIS Balance was originally returned by the Accountant General as amounting 
to £. 5 > 9 ^ 4 - but it was reduced principally by allowances on different 

Accounts to £. 1,383. 35. 5.’^. The liquidation of the Balance is in progress, the 
Widow of the Collector having agreed to appropriate £. 200. per annum (part of a 
pension payable to her by tlie Crown) for tliat purpose. 



GALWAY. 


Simon Marshall - j 


Bond ------£. 2,000. 


£. 1 ,048. 3s. 7d. 




Collector ; — Richard Trench of Gar- 


1776. 




bally, and John Eyre, of Eyre Conn in 
County of Galway, Esqrs. 7th July 1761. 





THE Solicitor states that he has not been able to discover that this Collector died 
possessed of any property tliat can be resorted to in liquidation of his Balance ; that 
proceedings were taken gainst tlie heir of Richard Trench, and against the 
heir of Lord Eyre, both of wiioin pleaded Non-seisin, and that on making the re- 
quisite searches relative to their property, it was proved to the satisfaction of the 
Attorney General and Board’s (’ounsel, that their Estates were under stiict settle- 
ment. With respect to Mr. Mar.shall, the Solicitor’s statement is corroborated by our 
own enquiries. We therefore recommend that this Arrear should be discharged 
A3 irrecoverable. 



Nic/d PowerTrenck 


Bond ----“-£. 2,000 . 1 


£. 11,569. 11s. i-yl. 




Collector ; — IIon^‘® Luke Gardiner of 
City of Dublin, and W" Power Trench, 
ofOarbally, County Galway, Esqrs. 4th 
Sept. 1781. 


1805. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




*0 (Ireland.)— Part i. XI^J REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Arrcar* 
It appears that in this case a Conimi.ssiou was issued out of the Court of Exche- 
tjuer to ascertain the amount of the Eahmce due by Mr. Trench, and that an In- 
qubition being held thereon in the month of .iauuary 1809, the Jury found a 
Verdict in favour of the Crown, for a sum of X- a.037. 9^. id. Having been fur- 
nished with the Notes of the-proceedings at the trial, we find that it was adtnitted 
on the part of the Crown, tliat the Coiiector was entitled to credit as against tlte 
Balance returned, to be due by him for a suin of^E- 6,230. j t.f. principally, as 
we understand, on account of Surcharges of Custom Duties, which remained un- 
collected. Allowing tiiis sun), the liahuice wm !d be reduced to X-5,3iQ- o.v. 
but tlie Jury, for what reason we have not boon able to discover, gave a Verdict in 
favour of the Crown for only X- 2,037. 9*'- fur the recovery of which from the 
Sureties, j)rucceaings are now deix^nding. 



K I L I Y B E G S. 



Robert Gamble - 


Bond • ~ - X. 2,000. , 


X 2,813. 14s. 8t/. 




30th June 1761 ; tlie Collv'ctor; — Tl' , 
lion. Franci* Andrews, late- Provost of 


1797- 




Trinity College, and Willuiia Giur.Uk,- 






of Dublin, Mvichant. 





SEVERAL proceedings appear to have been taken against this Collector wln» 
died insolvent, and also agaiiist William Gaujljie, one of lib Suretit*s, but v.ilboiit 
cllect. The Solicitor states that the Eslate of the Right honourable Francis An- 
drews, the other Surety, having become vested in Samuel Allen, Esq. he com- 
menced proceedings against him, but that they have been suspended in conse- 
quence of Mr. Allens Estate being already in custody of the Crown, for the debt 
due by a CoUcctov in tlie Excise Department. On enquiry, however, wc Ciumofc 
find any Account or Document by which tite debt due by Mr. Gatnble can be 
proved, tlic last Accounts signed by him being at too liistant a period from the time 
of his quitting tiie Collection to furnbh evidence thereof, and therefore tiiis Balance 
may be discharged as irrecoverable. . 



James Montgomerjj ' 


Bond ’ - ~ ~ - X- 2,000. 


X- 2,917. 14*-. io;r/. 




Collector ; — FPCon. F.arl Conytigliam. 
and Geo. Nixon of Nixon 1 InlhCountv 


1 1805. 




I'crmaaagJ), lisq. 13111 Dec. 1707. 





IT appears, that in this case the Crown has chtainr:! a Custodiam of the Col- 
lector's Estate in the County of Donncgal, and that Suits have likewise been in- 
stituted against his Sureties, one of whunt, Loi\l Cenvughanj, states in a Memorial 
to the Board of Customs, that after certain claims n;-de by Mr. Montgomeiy in 
reduction of bis B.dancc are investigated, lie is rea<iy to pay any sum that should 
appear to be due by him, not exceeding the amount lor which he is bound. In 
consequence of scvcial allowances made Ity order cf the Board, this Balance, whicli 
was originally ^.3.33(3- S*'. ~d. has bc('n reduced to 2,636. I2r. O^r/. and in 
iiirther reduction thereof, Mr. Montgomery claims credit for the amount of Sur- 
diarges remaining uncollected on 10th October 1^04, end for ],i 00. or. 

on account of Stamp Acquittances, allcdged to have been paid bv him without 
obtaining an erjuivalent credit in the Accounts n.-ade up by the Accountant General. 
AVitii respect to th.o latter claim. Mr. ^Montgomery is not entitled thereto, as it 
appears from an exanjination of tlie Accountant General’s Books, that he has 
already got the credit now sougl.i by him, but we are of opinion that he should 
be allowed the sum of X- 968. 8r. qrf. being the amount of surcharges on Custom 
Duties out-standing at the time he retired from the Collection, after deducting 
thereout the sum of i68. i2r. qlif. part of said surcharges, for which Mr. ^Mont- 
gomery was credited by tbe Accountant General, in the Lady-day Quarter 1798. 
This sum of 968. Ss. qrf. being deducted from the Balance of X- 2,636. i2s. o\d. 
leaves now due by Mr. Montgomery the sum of 1,668- 3 j. Z\d. 

Besides tlie.se claims, Mr. Montgomoy having been suspended from 1 is Office 
in December 1802, and afterwards restored in April 1803, proposed that we sliould 

begin 
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bpgii) Ilia Account with the Ralancc handed over to him by Mr. Worthington the 
Surveyor General, who held the Collection during the period of his suspension, 
as if he had been th«n only first put in charge thereof. But on examining the Account 
that was niad6 up by Mr. Montgomery on delivering up the Collection to the 
Surveyor General, which coiniiienced with the Balance of tiic Collection on 5th 
January 1802, as stated by the Accountant General, and was carried on to nth 
December 1802, the day of Mr. Montgomery’s suspension, we find that in con- 
sequence cf sundry sho! t charges and overclaims, Air. Montgomery handed over a 
short Balance to the Surveyor (ienera! ; and as tlie Surveyor General on Mr. 
Montgomery being restored to I'nc Collection on 4ii April iSo3, commenced his 
Account with this Balance, it follows that the Balance then handed over to Mr. 
Montgomery was short in the same proportion. Having in consequence of the 
errors we discovered in Mr. ilontgomery’s Account of 1 ith December 1802, 
refused to comply with his proposal, he declined proceeding wjtli the investigation, 
notwithstanding he had actnailv siguod t'.ie Accounts in the Accountant General’s 
Ledger, made up for the Collection tor the yCfi'S ending 3th January 1 803 and 
1804, in which tlie short charges and overclaims «e have n-ferred to were adjusted,, 
and although wc informed him tl.at we would allow him in respect tlu-rcto what- 
ever ainoui!', lie could shew hunseif entitled to. But Mr. Montgomery does not 
seem to rest this claim so much on his not being justly chargeable with the sum 
his Balance was short, handed over to the Surveyor General, as on a mistaken 
notion tliat the Account was then closed, and could not again be entered into ; 
liowevcr, though he had signed the Accountant General's Accounts, we thought it 
right to examine particularly the several items composing the short charges and 
ovcrclaiins in his Account, between 5th January and iltb December 1802, and 
wherever we conceived it was possible for him to exjilain any of tlicm in his own 
favour, we communicated with liim by Letter : to our communications, liowever, 
Mr. Montgomery made no reply, but after a lapse of several weeks, just as we were 
closing our Report, he in person submitted to us two claims, one for an allowance 
of a sum of j£.2i8. i8.v. uirf. charged against him by the Accountant General 
under the head of the Duties on Hearths, &c. in the year ending 5th January 1803, 
but which he alledged bad not been received by him ; the other, on account of 
an overcharge in the Stamp Duty Balance as debited to liim at 25th March 1798. 
With respect to the first-mentioned claim, Mr. Montgomery states, that having 
employed one Alexander Wallen as his Pro-collector, he dismissed him from his 
service some time about the end of the year i8oi, and that the Duties in question 
were received by him subsctiuent to liis dismissal, and never accounted tor ; it appears, 
however, that on loth February 1802, an abstract of the Duties on Hearths, &c. re- 
ceived in the preceding month, ainouuling to 2 i 8. 1 8s. was returned in the or- 
dinary manner from the Collector’s Office to the proper Office in Dublin, the same 
l»eing-madcupin the printed form of Vouchers used on such occasion, and signed by 
Alexander Wallen as Pro-collcctor, by tlic Hearth-money Collector and the Su[«jr- 
visor : against tlie evidence of such a Document, therefore, it cannot be presumed 
that Wallen was not at the time it refers to in the service of Air. Montgomery, who, 
if he iiad previously dismissed him from liis employment, as is alledged, ought to 
have given public notice thereof, not only within his Di.strict, but also to the Heads 
of the Department ; but we apprehend Mr. Alontgomery is mistaken as to the 
period nf Wallen’s dismissal, as his own Account for the Quarter ending 5th 
April 1802, appears, so far as we can judge from a similarity of writing, to have 
been made up by this same Wallen, as well as his subsequent Quarterly Accounts 
in that year, and also the Account that was afterwards stated on tlie Surveyor 
(iencral Worthington taking charge of the Collection in December 1802. AVith 
H'spcct to tlie alledged overcharge in the Stamp Duty Balance, it appears from an 
Account ill the Auditor CJeneral’s Office, that the Stamp Duty Balance at 25th 
Alarcli 1 798, was stated by tlie Accountant General to be Jj. “84, u. 1 ft/, whereas 
by an Account afterwards inade up bv him, Mr. Montgomery is charged with a 
Stamp Balance on that day of 1,401. lyj. making, as he conceives, an 

overcharge thereon of IJ17. idj. 91/. 

The Accomitant General informs us, that about the time the first-mentioned 
Account was made up, it w as in contemplation to make some alteration in the mode 
of accounting for the Stamp Duties, and tiiat he had not then, nor for two years 
subsequent thereto, the necessary documents to enable biin to state tlie full amount 
of the charge against the several Collectors in respect to such Duties, and 

55. F therefore 
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' -lerore that be continued to debit them Avith the PaJances appearing on their 
ibriner Accounts, without making any addition thereto ; and we accordingly find tlie 
same i<aIaBce of jT- 784. U'. charged against Mr. Montgomery in the years 
•ending 2.rth March 1798, 1799, and 1800 : as soon ho-A-ever as the Accountant 
Oeneral procured the regular X'^ouchera from tlie Stamp Office, he made up the 
Account against Mr, Mon^fouicry, charging him with a Balance at 25th March 
179K, of X-i>4oi, 175. io^d. This Soni is composed of the Stamp Balarrce, 
amounting to ^.1,214. 4.?. due at 24th February 1798 by the Surveyor 
General lidwards, who lianded over the Collection to Air. Alontgomcry, and of 
.,£’.187. 13#. Of/, received by tlie latter, betweem his taking citarge of the Collection 
end 1,5th Alarch following. It apitears, however, that the Surveyor General in ttie 
Account he stated on transfen iiig the Collection to Mr. Montgomery, charged him- 
self with a Stamp Balance of only ^.377. 14J. 8</. ; but when the Accountant 
General made up their separate Accounts, he debited the former witli the first-men- 
tioned sum, as tl)C true aniount of his Stamp Balance, and for which, as such, he 
accounted ; an<l he charged the latter with the Cash paid over to him, and the Arrears 
of Exdse out-standing, giving him at the same time credit lor tiic Stamp Balance of 
,;£,’.i,2i 4. 4.V. which consequently was so much Cash placed in his hands ; and 
as in his Stamp Account he has been only cliarged with this sum, and his subse- 
quent Receipts, it is obvious Mr. Aioiitgoinery’s complaint of an overcharge therein 
is unfoundecl. 



L I AI E R I C K. 


George Maunsell - 


Bond ----- £_. 5,000. 


^. 111 . OS. 4 |rf, 




Collector; — ^Tbo* Maunsell of Moles- 
wortli-strect, and Ban' Maunsell, of 
Hnme-streec in the City of Dublin, 
Esqrs. 251’ebt 1803. 


1 1608. 



^nnS Balance was reduced by payments to succeeding Collectors at different 
periods, jxevious to die 5th January, 1810, to 1. os. 4ld. which is the amount 
t)f surcharges against Air. Mauusell, out-standing at the time of his quitting the 
Collection, and wliicli being deemed to be totally irrecoverable, were not handed 
over to his successor, but continued a charge against Air. Maunsell. Air. Maunsell 
has made Oath before us, that to the best of his knowledge and belief, no part 
of the surcharges have been received by him or by any Person on ins behalf. We 
are therefore of opinion that this Balance sliould be discliarged. 



N E W R A’. 


Jo> HamlUou - - j 


Bond 2.000. 1 


,£.652. \-]S. 2d. 


1 


The Collector ; — Alichacl late Lord | 
Bishop of Casiiell, and the Reverend ; 
Nath' Preston of Swainstown, County 
of Meath; lotii April 1773. 

i 


1784. 



THE Solicitor states that the Collector died without leaving any property, and 
tliat proceedings were taken against tlie heirs and tertenants of each of his* Sure- 
ties, who tiled Pleas of Non-scisin and Peiforinance, but that he has not been able 
to procure the necessary proofs to enable him to bring the different cases to trial. 
Wc applied to the Couiuiissioncrs of Customs for the Account, if any, which had 
been made up between the Representatives of the Collector and the Surveyor Ge- 
neral, David Esq. who took charge of tlie Collection some time in the Michael- 
mas Quarter ol 1784, as also for the last Alonthly Accounts and Weekly Abstracts, 
furnished by Mr. liamiiton whilst iii the Collection, but were informed that none 
such could now be had. 



It appears that Air. Hamilton died in the Collection in the beginning of July 
1784, and that after liis death an Account was made up and sworn to by a .Mr. 

llmold 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



I 



I 



Balances.] o u FEES, GRATUITIES, 23 

Harold IlilJan, his Pro-collector, for the Quarter ending 24th June preceding, from 
which he appears to have been indebted — 



To Revenue Balance 

— Loan Balance - 

— Stamp Balance 

— Tillage ditto 

— Linen ditto 

— Protestant Schools 

— Fishery - - - 



£, 2,087 2 6-J 
- 1,434 3 Hi 

61 15 6 




u 

1 17 7 



Total Charge 

O. By overpaid on Linen Bounties 



£■ 3,SS4 5 3l 

1.954 15 



Balance 24th June 1784 



£. l.Cgg 10 li 



In the Account made ttp by the Accountant General, Mr. Hamilton is charged 
with the Duties alledge<l to have been received by him for part of Michaelmas 
■Quarter 1784, to the amount of £. 1,405. \ is. gid. but adding tliis sum to the 
Balance of jC. 1,699. ii<^' appearing to be due according to Mr. Hillan’s Ac- 

count on 24th June 1784, and giving the Collector the Credits subsequently al- 
lowed him by the Accountant General, he will appear to have over-paid his Account 
by the sum of jC- 127. igs. 6|d. We are theretewe of opinion that no further pro- 
ceedings should be taken for the recovery of this Balance. 



SLIGO. 


JVilUam Ormsby - | 


Bond ----- £. 2,000. 


£. 2,644. 9-5- 6irf. 




1 The Collector; — Horv. Bob* French, 


i 1781. 




1 and George Onnsby oF the City of 
Dublin, Esqr. Sdi June 1761. 





FROM the Account made up by the Accountant General, it appears that Mr. 
Drm.sby ceased to be Collector 21st April 1781 ; but this Account is not signed 
by him, or by any Person on bis behalf, and there is no Account in the Au^ 
ditor General's Ofiice signed by Mr. Ormsby latCT tiiati Michaelmas Quarter 1780. 
The Accounts for the two succeeding Quarters, viz. Christmas Quartei- 1780, and 
Lady-day Quarter 1781, seem to be intlie hand-writing of a Mr. Zachariah Johnston, 
■who styles himself Pro-collector, the latter Account shewing a Balance against the 
Collector of £. 2,659. but as this Account is not signed, and Mr. John- 

ston is dead, we are of o[«nion that it would not be expedient to continue proceed- 
ings in tliis case. 



WEXFORD. 


Geo. Parker ■ - ] 


Bond ... - - ,£.3.000. 


X 4,983. Si, g-\,d. 




Collects; — Admiral C. Parker of 






City of Dublin, and Geo. Parker, Esq. ' 
Captain 1st Regiment of Horse; 11th 


'779- 




July 1761. 1 





THE Solicitor states in his Report, that he has used every diligence in iris power 
to discover whether this Collector or his Sureties left any ])ropcrty, but without ef- 
fect ; on enquiry, however, we find that there are no means of proving the debt, 
neither his Quarterly nor Monthly Accounts, nor his Weekly Abstracts being to be 
bad, and the Account made up in the Accountant General's Ledger on the Colleo 
tion being handed over to his Successor, remains unsigned ; we therefore recom- 
mend that this Arrear should be discharged as irrecoverable. 

EXCISE 
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EXCISEDEPARTMENT. 



COLLECTOR. 


SECURITY. 


Balance due 5th January 1810, 
and 

when incurred. 


Henry Cust - - 


Bond ------ £. 2,000. 


^.401. 195. 6j-rf. 




The Collector Richardson of 


1761. 




Richhill, and Randal Donaldson, ot 
Castle Dillon in Comity Armagh, Esqrs. 
10th Apnl 1735. 



A R A G H. 



IT appears from a Report made in 1776 by Mr. Caldwell, then Solicitor to the 
Revenue^ that in the year 1770, judgment was obtained against Mr. Cust for the 
Balance due by him, but that m 'consequence of an application on his part to the 
Court of Exchequer, the same was set aside, and liberty given to bun to plead on 
payment of a sum of 216. 

Itfurdier appears fi-oin a Report made in the year 1783 by Mr. G.E. Howard, 
who was at that time Solicitor to the Revenue, that having m the year 1779 pro- 
ceeded against Mr. Cust and his Sureties, he discovered that a Suit m Equity had 
been lonebefore depending, from which it seemed as if Mr. Cust was not indebted to 
the Crown in any Balance.^his defence being that the charge return^_ against ^m was 
for Money leceived by Gaugers after he was out of office, and w hich Mr. Howard 
states he was inclined to think was tlie case. We are of opinion tliat this Arrear 
should be discharged as irrecoverable. 



A T H L O N E. 



John Dalton - 



The Collector ;--R‘ Hon. Peter Brown | 
Kcllv, afterwards Earl of Altamont, and ' 
Sir Pat‘‘ Belletv, Bart. 4th July 1761. 



£. 1,681. is. 
1774- 



LEG A L procfcdings appear to have been taken at different times for the rccovei^ 
this nalance^nitliout an, of them having been brought to a final issue, although tliey 
aere fitt comtnencod iout the year . 779 - The pnnc.pal questmn 
the Report of the SuUcitor, seems to have been, n hetlier there «as pioperty be 
londng^ to the Collector or Ills Sureties liable to the debt alledged to be due to the 
Crmv n® With respect to Mr. Dalton the Collector, it is stated that he possessed 

certain laiiids in til. Comity of Kildare, denominated Ardross, and tiiat he devased 

tfie same to his mn ; bat v. hat estate he had in tfiese Lands ive are not informed. ^ In 
he war t S04 1 o" ver, it seems to have been doubted, whether there was suli.e.ent 
wupCy-leftt, the Collector tu alford the Crown an effectual remrfy and ttaetore 
Co'mseladvitecl proceedings to be taken against bis Sureties. The Bond executed . 
in 1761 was eiiforcd of Record in llie Exchequer on tire lltli of September of that 
vear and conscquciitiv is a lien on the Lands of tlie Parties ,■ and it appears that the 
Sari of Altfrioiit one of the Collector’s Sureties, by his Will, dated I gth August 
1780 devised the Lauds of New port-pratt, in the County of Mayo, to Ins eldest son, 
flic late liarquis of Sligo for life, remainder to his first and every other sou in tail 
mair whii sm-oral remaiirlcrs over ; and tl.at he also dev, sed other Lands m the 
same’ County, and in other Counties, to other Persons ; all these Lands tlrerelore 
are, wo coiisW subject to the claim of the. Crown. We have 
niation as to tho e.stales of Sir Patrick licilew. Ill our enquiries for piooi of the debt 
Xdied to lie due in this case, we find that Mr. Dalton died at Spa ™ 

1 olh ^September 1774, and lliat there is an .Account in the Audifor Oeneinls Office, 
made up for this Collection by n .Mr. John Potts, styling liinisolt Pro-collector, for 
the QuartcT ending 29U1 September in that year, which he signed and verified u^n 
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'Oath on 2 1 st November following, ana in which, after giving the Collection credit 
•/or the Ap/ears out-standing, he states M) . Daltoji to have been indebted on the day 
iie died, 

To the Revenue Account ------ X. 1,655 

- 'i'iUage Duties - - - - - - - 16 15 if 

- Loan Duties 135 53 

- I'rotestant Schools - - - - - - 113 

Balance clue by Mr. Dalton toth September 1774, according / 

•to the Pro-collector'.s Account - - - - ^ • ’9 

The Accountant General in his Account gives Mr. Dalton ere- 
• dit f(»r the following payments, made subsequent to the period to 
which this Account ismade up : 

3 778, March 25th. Byreccipt on Account, per Fran’ Carlctcai, Esq. 

Collector - ^£^.200 

1785, March 25th. By D° on AccountperD® - 246 13 4f 

3786, March 25th. By I). on Account by Henry 

Tisdall, Esq. Collector - 12 2 6 

458 15 lOf 

JIalance remaining due - - X- 1.461 i6 4f 

Tlie Accountant General likewise charges Mr. Dalton with the following items, 
•wltich are not included in the Account made up by Mr. Potts : 

1774, October 4tli. Balance on the Forfeited Estates - - -^.i 75 12 8| 

Balance on stamped Revenue Prints - - 42 18 — 

218 10 8f 

There are no means of proving this additional charge against Mr. 

Dalton; if however it be added to the Balance remaining due as 
before stated, the total amount will nearly correspond with the Ba- 
lance returned as out-standing by the Accountant General ; and 
consequently, these several statements corroborate each otlier. 

Balance remaining due - - ^.1,461 16 4f 

i,68o 7 i| 

Balance returned by the Accountant General - - 1,681 3 4f 

Difference - - — 16 3f 

At the time the Account was made up by Mr. Potts, Mr. Dalton being dead, the 
authority derived from liiin had ceased, and the Account itself is therefore not evi- 
dence to charge the Representatives of the Principal or his Sureties ; Mr. Potts, how- 
ever, the Pro-collector, is still -living in Athlonc, and is, wc apprehend, competent to 
prove the particulars of tlie Account made up by himself, and tlie Balance due thereon 
by Mr. Dalton. Before, iiowevcr, any further legal proceedings be taken by the Soli- 
citor, a statement of the evivlcnce that can be adduced in support of the Crown 
should be submitted to tlie Law Officers for their opinion. 



CAVA N. 


■Franck Kexilk - 


Bond £. 2,000. 


.^’.992. 13^. 




The Collector; —John Cole, of Mount 
Florence hi the County of Fermanagh, 
and Alex' Snuiidet s, of Castle Sauiiilers 
in the County of Cavan, Esqrs. ssdMay 
1726. 


1727. 


Tins Balance has lieen due upwards of 80 years, anc 
ever to have been token for its recovery. 


1 no proceedings appeal 


55. 


Q 


It 



II 
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It is slated by Mr. G. E. Howard, Solicitor to the Revenue, in his Repoit be- 
fore referred to, that aftei much enquiry he could jwucure no account of Mr. 
Nevil'e. his addition not bemg statc-d in the Bond, and that his Sureties had 
been tenants for life and were both dead. Under all these circumstances we re- 
coimnend tiiat this Arrear should be discharged from the Account as irreco- 
verable. 



W" Faris - - - 


Bond 3,000. 


.£.2,142. 165. ^\d. 




The Collector; — Alex' Percy, of Ga- 
rarUix in the County of Leitrim, and 
W“ Parsons Percy,of the City of Dublin, 
eldest Son of the said Alex' Percy, 
Esqrs. 6th J uiie 1781. 


17S4. 



It appears that in the year 1784, Writs of ‘Scireyacisj were issued against Mr. 
Paris, on which judgment was obtained, and that in the year 17S8 a Writ of 
l^evari Jacias was issued ; on an enquiry being had certain premises in tlie Town of 
Cavan, called the Barracks of Cavan, were found and returned as his property. Mr. 
Edwards the Solicitor states, that finding on his coming into Office, that no other 
steps than those we have just mentioned bad been taken for the recovery of this 
Balance, be applied to Mr. Paris for payment tliereof, whereupon it was aliedged, 
that he was not indebted to the amount returned against him ; tiiat Government had 
agreed to accept of his interest in die Barracks of Cavan, in discharge of the Ba- 
lance actually due by him, and that the finding on the Levari Judas was had as 
the best means of canying such agreement into effect. In consequence of this 
statement, applicalion was made to the Commissioners of Barracks, for inlomiation 
as to the title under w hich the Barracks of Cavan were held by Government, and 
it appeared that tliey had been leased .to Fans by one Lewis Carr, at the yearly 
rent of £. 40. that Carr had sold his interest in such rent to Thomas Tweedy 
and William Lindsay, of the City of Dublin, for the sum of £. 350. to whom in 
1 793 Paris conveyed his interest in the premises in question for a nominal consi- 
deration of loj in order, as he alledged, to enable them to make a full and clear con- 
veyance thereof to Government, and that they accordingly in 1794, in consideration 
of the sum of £. 300. did grant and convey tlje same together, witli the fee farm 
rent issuing thereout, to the Commissioners of Barracks in trust for His Majestv. 
These facts being laid before Counsel, an application was made by their advice 
in the year 1805, to the Court of Exchequer to renew the Levari, and a condi- 
tional order was thereupon obtained. But Mr. Faris, who shewed cause against 
such order, filed an Affidavit stating the transaction relative to the Barrack.-^ of 
Cavan in the manner we liave mentioned, and the Court allowed the cause and 
discharged tlie order. The Attorney and Solicitor General and Counsel to the 
Revenue being afterwards consulted, advised that no further proceedings should be 
taken in this case. Under these circumstances, tlierefore, this Arrear should be sti'uck 
out of the Account. 



Fra}i' Henry - - 


As Siu'vejor General _ . - 


£■.2. 115. 7iJ. 




i 


1785. 


The amount of Ibis Balance is too small to admit of any proceedings being taken 
for its recovery, and tlterefore it should be discharged from the Account. 


James Stafford 


Bond -----£. 3,000. 


j X 5,353- 7*. 'ili. 




Collector; — John Richardson of Sum- 
mer Scat, County of Derry, and Samuel 
Allen of Larne, County of Antrim, 4th 
Fcbr 1785. 


1 ^795- 



The Balance due by this Collector originally amounted to £. 8,723. 13.?. io|d. 
having been reduced by sundsy payments to the sum now out-standing. 

Mr. Stafford is a Preventive Surveyor in the district of Cavan, and possessed, 
as is stated to us, ofno other property than his Salary of 524. per annum, out of 
which he consented in the year i8ui, thatX* too. per annum should be applied 

towards 
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towards the li<,]uid<ition of his dei)t, and since that year tliis a{>pears to have l>ten 
regularly done. Legal proceedings having been taken against Mr. Allen, one of 
^Ir. Stafford's Sureties, his Estate in the County ut' Antrim, represented to be of 
the annual value of £. 1,000. wa.s granted in Custodiam in Deceinbcr 1 807, in trust 
for the Crown ; but notwithstanding the time that has since elapsed, none of the 
rents thereof liuve been as yet received, in consequence, as is ailed ged, of Mr. Allen 
•Jiaviug applied to Goveroinent to be relieved from pavmcnt of the penalty of his 
Bond ; but we cannot see any good grounds for affording him such relief. We 
therefore recommend that the proper measures be immediately taken to get into the 
receipt of tire rents of the Lands granted in Custodiain, to levy diercout whatever 
may be due under Mr. Allen’s Bond. 



CORK. 


Iloii. y. Lysaght - 


Bond £. 5,000. 


I ^.9,502. 17^. Old. 




The Collector the R' Hon. John 
Lord Lisle, and the Hon. John l.y- 
saght, elaesf. Sou of the late Lord Lisle ; 
12th lA'o. 1780. 


' 799- 



ACCORDING to an Account .stated by the Accounteut General, Mr. Lvsaght 
was indebted to the Crown on the 30th April 1709, when he went out of the Collection, 
in a Balance ot £ .9, 3,50. 1 ^ s. .y-l d. '^I'Ws Account is eijined in the name of Mr. 
Lysaght by John Flynn, a principal Clerk in his Office, in pursuance of a Power of 
Attorney from him for that pnr[>ose. Mr. Lysaght is since dead, and having by his 
M ill devised certain Lands subject to the payment of his debts, an Information’ was 
filed on the part of thc Crown against his Representatives for a sale thereof; but it 
appearing that a suit had been also instituted ag-ainst them in the Court of Chan- 
cery by a.e Rev. John Pennefather, a creditor of Mr. Lysaglit’s, the Attorney Ge- 
neral was made a party thereto, and a Decree to an account has been pronounced, 
in consequence of which the creditors have been called on to i>rove their demands ; 
and a charge on behalf of the Crown to the amount of tfje Balance of jC.9,350, 
i^s. lias teen accordingly filed. Aitliough the Accoiml stated by tfie Ac- 
countjDt (ien^al was acknowledged on tiie part of Mr. Lysaght, in the manner 
we have mentioned, it appears Ikmi a Memorial presented to” the Board some time 
m June 1 800, that he claimed, to be allowed as against the Balance struck tliereon, 
the following items : 

Malt and Spirit Duty alledged to have beecn jiaid by Mr. IValkcr, Distiller, on the 
2Qth April 1799; and for the recovery of this sum, the Right honourable Iris 
Majesty s Attorney General has filed an Information in the 
(.'-ourt of Exchequer, and proceedings are now taking tliere - £. y 405 ) 7? 

Arrears of Spirit Duty in the Jiands of Mr. Walker, Distiller, reserved by him 
on account of the surcharges of two-fifths, and which sum constitutes a part 
of the above Balance, stated against MemoiRdist by tlie Ac- 
countant General - - - . . . -jf. 22i“i-s 

With respect to the sum of £. 5,405. 17.?. Mr. Pennefather, the Plaintiff in the 
,?5mtm Chancery, admits inalelter to the Board of Excise, dated 8th June 1810, 
that Mr. Lysaght was not entitled ta any allowance on that account, it appearing 
from the proceedings that were taken against Walker and Partners for the recovery 
thereof,^ tbattliey had paid the same to his Clerk, but he claims on behalf of Mr. 
Lysaght’s executors credit for the sum of £.^,zij, ijs. on the ground, that the 
same never was received by Iiim j and Mr. Pennefather states, tiiat “ if this sum 
be allowed, lie will make no opposition to the jiaymeut of the Balance that will 
remain ot £. 7,132. lys. ^\d. on tlie contrai-y, that te will forward it as far as in 
his power.” 



It appears from the answers of Walker and Partners, put in upon Oath to the 
Information filed against them by the Attorney General, that this sum of £. 2,217. 
17J. was the amount of surcharges of Spirit Duty, brought against them in Decem- 
ter 1798, and in January, February, and March 1799, payment of which they had 
disputed, ulledging the same to have been illegal. It also appears from the same 
documents to have been the practice of Mr. Lysaght’s principal Clerk, to take an 
obligation from these Distillers for the amount of the Monthly Duties charged against 

them, 
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them, giving Receipts for tlic same as if they were paid, and that instead of deduct- 
ing these disputed surchai-ges from tlie charge for the respective months in v\ijich 
they arose, tliey were all dcductetl from the charge few tiie tJionth ending 2^*,th 
March 1799, ^ endorsement on the back of the Receipt given for 

^hat month’s charge, which amounted to ,£. 2,qio. 12s. I’his latter sum Mr. 
Lysaght returned as an Arrear due by Messrs. Walker, l)ut-on their producing the 
Receipt we have just raenhoned, the whole amount was -brought to charge against 
I\Ir. Lysaght, without adverting to the indorsement upon the Receipt, bv which it 
«ppeared that 2,217. remained out-standing. lu what respect these sur- 
■charges were considered to be illeiraJ, is not set forth in tiie answers of Messrs. 
Walker. In Mr. Lysaght's Memorial they are denominated surcharges of the two- 
fifths, referring to a charge made by 38 George III. cap. 51. in the rate at which 
•the quantity of Spirits chargeable against a Distiller in res]}ect to the contents of 
his Still was estimated, from one-third to twe-fifths of its contents, after deducting 
-one-twelfth for liberty for the Still to work. In consequenceof tliis alteration, the 
montlily charge on Distillers was increased one-sklh, and as we find that the sum 
•ofX. 2,217. 1 7.S-. exceeds by only 4. io«. 8c/. the amount of one-sixth of the 
•Duties, on the wliole -quantity of Spirits charged to Mes^^^rs. Walker and Co. 
within the period in which these surclsarges arose, and as it also appears from a 
Report of the tlien Solicitor of Excise, tiiat application had been made by these same 
Distillers to be i-elieved from surcharges of this description, we have no doubt but 
that tliey w ere objected to on some point connected with the change in the estimate 
ol the Still charge, but whether on the ground of a supposed delect in the law, as 
seems to be the opinion of tlie Solicitor, though lie does not state in what respect it 
was detective, or tliat thecliarges were iiTegularly made or returned in the Stock 
Books or ^’ouclie^s, neither of wiiich are now to be had, does not particularly appear : 
certain it is, however, that surcharges of the tw o-fifths, as they were technically 
called, were about this time generally objected to by Distillers and remitted by the 
Board ; presuming, therefore, that the payment of these Duties could not have 
been enforced against Messrs. Walker and Co. we are of opinion that their amount 
should be allowed to Mr. Lysaght’s executors. After making up the Account 
to the 30th April T 799 - on wiiicli the Balance of .£'.9,3,50. 14,9. 5^d. was struck, 
it was discovered by the Accountant General, that in stating the separate Accounts 
■of Mr. Lysaght and Mr. Cnthbsrt, there was an error of 100. against the latter, 
and in favour of the former, in the charge of the Duties on Hearths, in consequence 
-of a wrong Tot, and that credit was allowed to Mr. Lysaght for 52. 2^. jd- as 
jiaid to Ofiicers on the Hearth-money Duty Establishment, which ought to liave 
been given to .Mr. Cuthbcrt. 

These sums, making together .£■. 152. 25 . yd. are added by tlie Accountant Ge- 
neral to .Mr. Lysaght's Balance, which is now stated at <£. 9,502. 175. 04 //.; be- 
sidc.s hiv li ihere w as a sum of £. 507. .95. 1 1 Id. included in the amount of Bills 
in the Receiver General’s hands, credited to Mr. Lysaght on tlie 30th April 1799, 
hut for which .Acquittances were never issued ; with this sum we conceive that 
Mr. Lysaght is also chargeable. The Account therefore now stands as follows: 



Balance on the 30tii .April 1799, Account signed by j£. s. d. 

Mr. Hyun on belialf of Mr. Lysaght . . _ . 9,350 14 5-|. 

Short Ch-.irge of Duties on ileai'ths, and -ovcr-crcdit for Heartli- 

money Salaries - - 15227 

Amount of Bill.-, in Receiver General’s hands, credited and not af- 
terwards acquitted ^07 9 



10,010 6 iij. 

Deduct the Arrears of Spirit Duty retained by Messrs. AValker and 

Co. which we propose to he allo-.vcd - - - - 2,21717 

Balance remaining due by Mr. Lysaght - 7,792 9' 1 i-j- 



"John Cuthbcrt, Esq. 



Surveyor General, in charge from 30th 
April 17-4) to 25th March 1801, and 
from 5th April 1802 to 11th September 
1802. 






. 195. 10|(/. 



The Balance in tliis case was returned in the year 180C, by the Ac<- -’’nt-ant 

fi.-iicrel 
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General of Excise, as amounting to ^.4,33). i9*-- payment of wliu 4 i 

having been refused by Mr. Cutlibert, a Commission issued out of the Court of 
Exchequer in November 1807, under the provisions of 23 Geo. III. cap. 33. to 
ascerliiin the amount of the debt due by him to the Crown, and an Inqui* 
sition having been held on the 18th and igtii January following, the Jury found 
a Verdict that ^Ir. Cuthbert was not indebted to tiie Crown in any sum. But 
with this Verdict the Commissioners of Excise do not appear to have been satis- 
fied ; and upon the Accountant General’s continuing to insist that the Balance re- 
turned by him was due to the Crown, they referred the examination of the Ac- 
counts of tl>e Collection to a Mr. Haflield, Clerk of the Vouchers and Accounts 
in the Department of the Treasury, who reported a Balance of.:£. 4 A 44 - 9^. 
to be due by Mr. Cuthbert, and of £. 87. iQJ. to be due by Mr. Abrahan^ 

Forster, wlio held the Collection between March i8oi and April 1802, and that a 
credit which was omitted by the Accountant General should have been given to 
tlie Collection, while Mr. Cuthbert was in charge thereof for lu. 5fi/. 

these three sums making the Balance originally returned against Mr. Cuthbert by 
the Accountant General. On receiving tliis Report, the Commissioners of Excise 
directed tliat Mr. Cuthbert should pass his Accounts with the Auditor of the Ex- 
chequer ; but having been before that time, upon the separation of the Boards of 
Customs and Excise, appointed to thefonner Department, he was beyond the con- 
troul of the latter, and therefore, it would seem, he took no notice of their Order, 
on a representation whereof to the Lords of the Treasui-y, they required the Com- 
missioners of Customs to compel him to pass his Accounts in the manner directed 
by the Commissioners of Excise : this order was accordingly issued, but Mr. Cutli- 
bert declined complying with it, alledging, as a principal ground for his so doing, 
that he was discharged from ai^ claim in respect to the Collection of Cork by tlie 
Verdict already mentioned. Under these circumstances it appears to have been 
determined, in pursuance of the advice of Counsel, to make an application to the 
Court of Exchequer, founded on an Affidavit of Mr. Haffield, to set aside the Appentjix,. 
Verdict, and for a new Commbsion of Enquiry j but the Law Officers, after a 
consultation with the Commissioners who presided at the Enquiry, and wttl) Mr. 

Flaffield, and after a full investigation, as is stated, of the Accounts, were 
of opinion, that the proceedings against Mr. Cuthbert could not be furtlier 
prosecuted witli any prospect of success. The Commissioners of Excise, how- 
ever, although they directed, in conformity to this opinion, tliat the proceedings 
should cease in the Court of Exchequer, still maintained tliat the Balance of 
jC- 4,000. (stating it in round numbers) was due to tlic Crown, and they l ecjuircd 
the advice of the Law Officers as to the proper steps to be pursued for its reco- 
very, who, upon the case being again referred to them, gave the follou ing opinion : 

A Verdict having lieen found on a very full and solemn enquiry on the Inqui- 
“ sition which was issued, that no Balance was due, and we having investigated tlie 
“ matter over again, attended by Mr. Haffield, and assbted by two of the Commis- 
“ sioners who executed tlie Inquisition, in order to dbeover some specific eiror 
" in the Accounts, on which we could call on the Court to set aside tlie 
" Inquisition, and by ivliich we could expect to establish a Balance on a new eu- 
“ quiry, but not being able to find such, we do not think that any further pro- 
“ ceedings can be taken witli effect, or that it can be proved that £. 4,000. or any 
Balance is due to the Crown.’' Tie failure of the Crown to establbli its claim to a 
Balance returned against a Collector, and still asserted by Uic Accountant Generid 
and the Heads of the Excise Department to be due, by the person in whose favour 
the Verdict was found, appeared to us so very discreditable to the Revenue, and 
80 likely to be attended with the most prejudicial consequences, by encouraging the 
litigation of other Arrears, that we felt ourselves bound to develope the Causes that 
had led to such a result, in order that we might suf^est the means of preventing, 
if possible, similar occurrences in future. We accor^ngly called for such Docu- 
ments as seemed to us calculated to explaifi the transaction, and It apjiearing to 
have been distinctly admitted on the part of Mr. Cutlibert at the trial, that an 
AiT(?ar chargeable against the Cork Collection to the amount claimed ^Vc!S unpaid 
to Uie Crown, though it was denied to Ite due by him, and it also appearing that 
the whole of the ease for the Crown, owing as we consider principally to the con- 
fused state of the Accounts, was not before tlie Jury, so that the evidence given 
in behalf of Mr. Cuthbert remained unrebutted, we deemed it our duty to invest** 
gate the subject further, and we apprized Mr. Cutlibert of our intention, desiring 
to know whether he was willing ,to enter into the enquiry we proposed. " After, how- 
ever, haviug taken some time to decide upon the course he ought to pursue, Mr. 

5/j. H Cuthbert 
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Cuthbert transmitted to us a copy of the finding of the ,Iury, and also copies of 
the opinions of tlie Attorney General and of Peter Buri-owes, Esq. Banister at Law, 
both agreeing that Mr. Cuthbert was protected by the Verdict against the conse- 
quences of thb enquiry, and advising him to rely upon it as a bar thereto ; and he 
.informed us that he was determinerl to act by their advice. \Vc are not insensible of 
the respect due to a Verdict, nor of the deference owing to such high legal opinions, 
but as it appeared to us that .the finding of the Jury had been evidently grounded 
•upon partial statements, and that the whole merits of this case had not been before 
-them on the Inquisition, we felt it to be a duty imperative on us to piocceu in 
our investigation. A'erdicts so circumstanced are liatde to l>e set aside, and tiic 
Act which empowers the Court of Exchequer to issue a Coitmiis-sioii to ascer- 
tain the debt of a Public Accountant specially provides, that iqion sufficient cause 
shewn tlie Inquisition taken thereon may be so disposal of, and an application for 
this pur{K>se was actually made in November 1 808, (three Terms having elapsed from 
the .lime the Inquisition had been held) and not abanclo:ied until February i8o(): 
it will therefore be for the Law Officera to determine whether, upon a full stat;‘men£ 
of all tlie fac^s and circiiinstances of this case, as they now ap{>eor, the Court of 
Exchequer may not he induced to set aside the Inquisition. But though it should 
•iiot be deemed advisable to take further legal proceedings, we suhniit that after 
the statements given in this Report, it will be incumbent 011 Mr. Cutiihcrt, as holding 
a higli situation in the Revenue, either to accede to the UahuKe n c iTium to be doe 
by him. or specifically to shew that the same is erroneous, or that he is entitled to 
allowances in reduction tlicrcof ; and we conceive that Ciovernment possesses the 
probable means of inducing such a compliance without a renewal of litigation. 

From an examination of the facts of tills case, it appears tliat ilr. Cuthbert, who 
had been appointed a Sun.-eyor Gcnei-al in tlie yetir 170,'), was on the 30tli April 
1 79I) put in charge of tlie Excise Collection of Cork, in consequence of the suspen- 
sion of the Honourable . 1 . Lysaght, the then Collector, who had become indebted to 
the Crown in a Balance, as subsequently stated by the Accountant General, of 
9,3.'jO. 145. H. From April 1799, Mr. Cuthbert continued in charge of the 
Collection until Lady-day 1801, when it was handed over to Mr. Almiiraji Forster, 
who had been appointed Collector. According to the general, but not unifimn prac- 
tice of the licvenue, a Surveyor General is employed upon a change of Colicctors to 
take up the Collection from the Collector going out, and to put his successor in 
charge, and upon this occasion Mr. John Croter attended as Surveyor General. 
Previous to the transfer of the Collection to Mr. Forster, the Accountant General 
had ascertained the amount of the Balance duo by Mr. Lysaght, and had also made 
up an Account for Mr. Cuthbert to 25th March 1800, debiting him therein with the 
several items cliargeahle to his separate Account, exclusive of such Balance. This 
Account Mr. Cuthbert appears, by the Accountant Generid's Ledger, to have signed 
on 26th June 1800, hut in stating the Account on passing over the Collection to 
Forster, lie did not eo:nm:juce with the Balance of his separate Account, as struck by 
tlj3 Accountant General at 25th March 1800, but with the general Balance of the 
Collection at that day, according to a statement likewise made by the Accountant Ge- 
Appemliu, No. 3. neral, including therein Lysaghfs Balance; and upon tlie Account so framed, which 
was signed by Cutlibert, Crokcr ai’id Forster, there appeared a Balance against Cuth - 
berton 25th March 1801, of 52,286. 8^. U:i The including of Lysaghi's Ba- 
lance in the Account would not have been material, if credit had been taken for it at 
the amount stated by the Accountont Genera! ; but as the Surveyor General em- 
ployed on such duty, can have no means of ascertaining the correctness of the Ac- 
count ina.le up by the Collector going out, he obliged, for the most part, to take it 
as stated by him, leaving it to the Accountant General to disallow improper charges, 
and rectify any errors that may appear therein ; and therefore Mr. Cutlibcit, in dis- 
charge of this Balance, was permitted to take credit for Lysaght's Balance, (Mr. 
Croker not being, we presume, informed of its amount) at 2,224. 1 2 4l </• more 
tiian it was stated to be by the Accountant General, and also for a sum of 
1,195. 185. fid. which he alledged to be an overcharge against him of Malt Duty, 
and for S- .560. being a Balance of a bad Bill taken by Cuthbert, and returned to 
him by the Receiver General; these three sums making credits, over-claimed by him, to 
the amount of 3,980. 105. lo^d. Besides these overclaims, it also appears on 
adjusting the Account made up by Cuthbert, on passing over the Collection to 
Forster, with the Account of tlie Collection for the year ending 25th March i8ot, 
according to the Accountant General’s statement thereof, that Cuthbert short-charged 
hipiselfinhis Revenue Account 1,264. JJ'S. and in his Stamp Duty Account 

jC . 1,072. 
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^.1,072.95. 2^ff. making togetlier a sliort chargeof ^.2.337. 2 5 . 10^;^:?. Mr. Cirth- 

licrt, when in charge of the Collection, had employed as liis Clerk a Mr. Ikumister *«>• 

Chambers, wliohad been also Clerk to him as Sm vevorGc’nend, and wiio continued 

to manage the business of the Collection while Mr. Foi’ster liad charge of it; and on 

the death of Forster in April i 802, Cuthbert resumed the Coiiection, settling the 

Accounts thereof himself, without the intervention of a Surveyor General, or other 

Oflicer on the part of the Revenue, with B. Chambers acting for the Representatives 

of Forster. In stating this Account, the Representatives of Forster were debited Appendix, Ko. 4 

with the Balance as handed over to Forster by Cuthbert, and credited among other 

items for tlie amount of his ovorclaiins already mentioned ; and in discharge of the 

Balance struck against them, Cuthbert received a sum of^^. 13,978. 12^. oid. 

Kotwithstanding these several traiisfers of the Collection between Cuthbert and 
Forster, the Accountant General does not appear to have made up any Account for 
the purpose of ascertaining the amount of the charge to be placed to their respective 
Accounts, but taking up the Balance of the Coiiection at 2,5th March 1 800, as struck 
by himself on CutiibeiTs Account, .separated from tliat of Lysaght, and exclusive of 
his Balance, he carried on the Account to 25th March 1801, when ho again struck 
a Balance, and from thence to 5th January 1 802, (Forster being tlien in charge) 
when a Balance was likewise struck, tiius blending together CuUibcrfs and I’orsters 
Accounts, as if the Collection had continued to be held by one and the same person. 

To this circumstance the perplexity of the present case is to be principally attributed, 
in as much as when it became a question by wlioin the Balance now out-standing was 
due, the amount chargeable against each party respectively could not be discoWred 
from the Accountant General’s Accounts, and if reference were had to the Account 
stated by Cuthbert on handing over tlie Coiiection to Forster, and to that stated with 
the Representatives of Forster, on Cuthbert s resuming the charge tliercof, such Ac- 
counts appear to be in many respects materially erroneous, anil therefore not afford- 
ing correct results. But whatever may be the defects of these latter Accounts, they 
do not affect the Balance of the Collection as stated by tbe Accountant General on 
5th January 1802, in which tlie differences between the .\ccountant Gcueral's Ac- 
count, and that of Mr. Cuthbert, made up respectively to 25th March 1801, 
amounting on a Balance to jC. 2,337. 2 10^ d. and with which we before stated the 

latter short-charged himself on handing over the Collection to Forster, were recon- 
ciled. To this Balance Mr. Cuthbert appears to have conformed, by signing the Re- 
venue Account made up by the Accountant General in his Ledger to the 5th Jainiarv 
1802, and by charging himself, when lie handed over the Collection to his successor 
Mr. William Connor, with the Balance struck thereon, and with the Stamp Duty 
Balance on the same day, as certified by the Accountant General; and in conse- 
quence of this conformity, we consider blr. Cuthbert bound by such Balance, for 
though we admit, as stated by him in his affidavit, that it is not to be interred from the Appendix, No 2, 
signature of a Collector to an Account, the Balance whereof comprizes Balances due 
by other Collectors, that such Balance is to be placed to his debit in iiis separate Ac- 
count, yet a Collector, by signing such Account, is bound thereby, except so far as he 
can specifically shew it to be erroneous, or that any pait of the Balance, from its 
biung the debt of a former Collector, or compf>sed of Arrears out-standing, &c. is not 
chai^eable against him. 

On this latter transfer of the Collection, Mr. Cuthbert, in stating his Account, Appendix, No. 5. 
which commenced as we iiave just mentioned, with tlie Balance of the Collection 
on tliG jth January 1 802, and was made up to 1 ith September following, the day 
he went out of charge, took credit, among other things, for Acquittances to the 
amount of .£.3,500. for his overclaims on account of Lysaght’s Balance at 
£. 2,226. i2tf. 4 k<i- being £. 2. more than he liefore stated their amount, and for 
£. 1,195. 18.?. 6 d. tile alledged overcharge in the Malt Duty, making himself debtor 
in a Balance of .f.fjCo. Tills sum is the exact amount taken credit for by Mr. 

Cuthbert on liLs handing over the Collection to Mr. Forster, on account of the 
bad Bill returned to him by the Receiver General ; and it would seem from tliis 
.statement, which bears date 16th September 1802, and purports to he signed by 
Cuthbert, Hunt, a Surveyor General, and Connor, that Cuthbert considered him- 
.st'if as debtor to the amount of the Balance of £. 560. only ; but strange as it 
may appear, on the “th January 1803, he paid over to Connor, tlie Collector in 
charge, a sum ot £. 2,o0o. which could only be applied to his general credit, 110 
reconciling .Account having been, at that time, made up against him by the Ac- 
coimUmt General, thereby appearing to admit the incorrectness of the Account 

- stated 
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staled by himself from 5th January to 11th September 1802, and that the Balance 
due by him was greater than it was therein acknowledged. Shortly, however, after 
dns payment, the Accountant General made up an Account for the Collection for 
the same period, and commencing with the same Revenue Balance as the Account 
staled between Cuthbert, Hunt and Conner, bringing in Cuthbert debtor, on 
1 Uh September 1802, in a Balance (including tbe Stamp Duty Balance) of 
.£. 4,003. i8^. y^d. This Balance arose as follows ; 



Balance of Errors against the Revenue by Cuthbert, in stating the 
Account between him and Hunt - - _ . . 

Not credited by the Accountant-General, 

Overclaim on Lysaght’s Balance - - £.2,226 13 4I 

Malt Overcharge - . « . i»i95 tS b 



Balance admitted by CuUibert 



£• 21 7 gl 



3,422 10 lOf 
360 



X 4.003 18 7i 



In discharge of this Balance, Cutlibert was allowed credit for the sum of 
£. 2.000. paid by him as we before stated to Connor, in January 1803, and after 
setting up as against the remainder of the Balance various claitns to a large amount, 
the greater part of which was disallowed, and after legal proceedings hod been 
taken for its recovery, it was in the year 1805 ultimately liquidated by sundry al- 
lowances and payment, Cuthbert obtaining, on his last payment on account tlicreot; 
the Receiver General’s Receipt, stating it to be in full for his Balaitce appearing ^ue 
by the Accountant General’s Certificate. 

The Allowances made on this occasion to Mr. Cuthbert formed no part of those 
claimed by him on handing over the Collection either to Forster or Connor, and 
therefore, by submitting to the Accountant General’s Account, he abandonetl claims, 
•amounting, according to the Account he stated on Forster being put in chai-<»e of 
the Collection, to ,£.3.980. lO^. loid. including therein tJie Balance of the'bad 
Bill returned by, the Receiver General, which, though he seemed in bis Account made 
up to 1 ith September 1802, to admit that it was charge-able against him, lie after- 
wards sought to be allowed. However, after tliis settlement (apparently final), it 
was discovered some time in the year 1806, that the Accountant General had 
.omitted in the Account from 5^1 January to iith September 1802, to bring to 
charge a sum of £'.4,331. 19s. ioI</. which, according to the Certificate of the 
,Iiwi.^ctor General of Hearth-money, was received by Forster on account of the 
Duties on Hearths, Carriages, &c. in the Quarter ending 5th April 1802. The 
same omission also appears to have taken place in the Account made up by Cuth- 
bert on handing over the Collection to Connor, which is the more extraordinary, as 
the. Representatives of Forster, in the Account settled between them and Cuthbert, 
on his resuming charge of the Collection in April 1802, debited themselves with 
£. 4,52b. 5#. 2k d. as received by Forster for the Duties on Hearths, See. in tire 
Quarter ending on 5th day of tliat month, and with the whole of such Duties 
charged ag-ainst him while he held the Collection by the Inspector General of 
JJcartb-inouey, except a sum of £. 1. os. 3^ On the detection of this error, 
the Accountant General, in consequence of Jtir. Cuthbert having accounted for the 
Collection from SthJanuaiy to iith September 1802, and of there being no separate 
Account kept for Forster, returned the sum of £.4,331. 19s. loirf. as a Balance 
due by Cuthbert; and on his refusing to liquidate it, the proceedings we have al- 
ready mentioned took place. Previous to holding the Inquisition, Mr. Cuthl)crt ap- 
plied to the Solicitor of the Excise Department, requiring to know the par- 
ticulars of the demand against him, and he was informed that it was intended 
to rely, on the part of the Crown, on the sum of £.4,326. 5s. 2^d. as being 
due by Mr. Cuthbert for the Duties on Hearths, &c. in tlie District of Cork, in the 
Quarter ending 5th April i8oi. At the trial it appears to have l>een admitted by 
Mr. Cuthbert s Counsel, that the Duties sought to be recovered were due to the 
Crown; consequently, as the Representatives of Forster, in accounting with Cuth- 
bert, debited themselves with these Duties,it.followed thata prhna /acie-c&se was 
established against him, there seeming to be no reason why lie should not have 
charged himself therewith in hb Account from 5th January to nth September 1802, 
as well as with any of the other Duties accruing within tlie same Quarter, with all of 
which, except. those . in questiotij he had actually debited himself in that Account. 

But 
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But though the Representatives of Forster liad thus accounted for the total of the 
J)uties on Hearths, &c. chargeable aifainst the Collection while it was held by him, 
except tlie small sum already mentioned, it was stated on tlie part of JJr. Cutli- 
bert, that they had, on the whole, siiort-accounted with liira to nearly the amount 
of the sum in dispute, while he had fully accounted for all sums received- by him- 
self. On the evidence produced in support of these statements, the Jury found 
a ^'’erdictin favour of Mr. Cuthberl ; we shall, therefore, in the furtlier investigation 
of the case enquire, 1st. Whether Mr. Cuthbert has, by the Accounts laid before 
the Jury, disdiarged himself of-the Balance returned against him by the Accountant 
(ieneral; and :jdly. IfitsliouUl appear that he has not done so, what is the Amount 
.actually due by him? 

1st. In order to induce an opinion that Forster’s Representatives had short-ac- Appendix, No. 7, 
counted with Ciifhbert to the extent alledged, an Account was stated at the trial, 
wliich. though notregularly proved, and tht;reforc not strictly in evidcn.ce, could not fail 
<jf making a strong impression upon the Jury. From this Account, which commenced 
on the charge side with the Balance of the Collection as it stood on 51I1 .lanuary 
j8o 2, in like manner as the respective Accounts stated by the Accountant Gc- 
.ncral, and by Cuthbert and Hunt, it would seem that Forster’s Ilcprcscntatives 
had short-accounted, on handing over the Collection to’ Cuthbert, to the amount of 
^.4,568. 5^. li^d. In this statement it is to be observed, that the Duties in question 
were charged against Forster, but credit was not given to him for the foHowhrg 
sums contaiiit’cl in the Balance witli which the Accoimt commenced, althoiigh as 
they forirwd part of Cuthbert’s 'claims, banded over to Forster witli the Collec- 
tion on 2jtii IMarch i8oi, lie was entitled dieroto, and so it vvas admitted hy 
f.'uthbert himself, Forster's Representatives having been aiiov.eci credit for their 
amount on Cuthbert's resumiug charge of the Collection iu April 1 802 ; 

Ovcrdaiuis in Lysaght's Balance - - - - ~ £■ -*,^ -4 ^ Ai 

Alledged overcharge of Malt Duty, and other claims of Mr. 

CutJibert included in the Balance handed over by him to 

Mr. Forster 2.401 f, if 



4.625 15 6^ 



Giving credit therefore to Forster for this sum of\£. '4,625. 15^. instead 
of having short-accounted as was alledged, he would appear to have been over- 
charged by £, 57. ^s. 67 d. ; but in fact, as we shall shew h'ereafrer, Forster’s Repre- 
sentatives did short account with Cuthbert on bis resuming the charge of the 
Collecticwi in April 1 802, to the amount of 178. 15^. 8^</. 

In support of the principal point in the case, viz. W’hetlier Cuthbert bad as he 
asserted, accounted for edl sums received by him, an Account was stated and Appendix, No.5- 
cvidence ^ven in proof thereof, in which he first debited himself with the sum of 
£. 13,978. 19.S. 04-<f. received from the Representatives of Forster, next with tlie 
Arrears out-standing on 5th April 1802, when he resumed the charge of the Col- 
lection, and then with the produce of the several Duties from that day to 1 Uh 
September following. On the discharge side of the Account he placed the sevei’al 
credits claimed by him, and a Balance appeared in his favour of 231, 1 75. \A;d. 

But it does- not seem to have been observed that on the discharge side of this 
Account, an over credit of £. 2,000. was taken under the head of Acquittances 
handed over with the Collection to Connor, their amount being stated at £. 5,500 
although it appears, on referring to the Account made up on that occasion, tiiat such Appendix, No. 5. 
Acquittances amounted only to £. 3,500. ; it is true that in January 1 803, Cuthbert 
paid by an Acquittance to Connor a sum of £. 2,000. but he received credit for 
that sum in part discharge ofthe Balance of 4,003. 18.S. l^d. which was first struck 
against him by the Accountant Generd, and did not include the Duties on 
Hearths, &c. the accounting for which w as the Question befoi-e the Jury ; therefore 
as there docs not appear to have been any other payment of £. 2,000. not credited 
to him, he obtained, in consequence of its allowance in this Account, credit twice _ 

for the same .sum. Notwithstanding Mr. Cuthbert affects to meet this objection ^ 

in his Affidavit in answer to that of Mr. Haffield, he lias not been able to get rid 
of it, for it was not alledged by the latter, as seems to be assumed by the former, 
that Cuthbert was not entitled to credit for a sum oi_£. 5,500. or that he had paid 
the sumof dt’-2,oon. on accountoftbeBalanceof a formerperiod,lmt that ithad been 
paid OH account of a former Balance, meaning that of £. 4.^8- part discharge of Appendix, No. f: 
55- I "’hich, 
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34 (Ireland.) -Part 1 .— XI™ REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears 
which, credit had been already given him for that sum, and therefore tliat he wa» 
not entitled to credit for it again as against another demand, not making part of 
such Balance. But besides this ovcrclaim of credit, the Balance with which he 
commenced the Account was short of Avhat it ought to have been by the sum of 
£■ *.337* lo^d. We have already stated, that on transferring the Collection to 
Forster, Cuthbert short-charged his Balance at 25th March 1 Sot by tliis sum, 
and as the Balance he then handed over formed the basis of the Account settlerl 
between him and the Representatives of Foister, {the differences iretween Cuthbert s 
own Account and that of the Accountant General, made up respectively to tiiat 
day, and from which such short charge resulted, not being reconciled tliea-in) 
it follows that the Balance passed over to Cuthbert on his resuming tlic Collection 
in April 1S02, was short to the same amount, and consequently that though he 
debited himself therewith in the Account he stated to tlie Jury, he evaded ac- 
counting for the Duties received by him in proportion to such short cliarge. Not- 
withstanding it appeared by Mr. Cuthbert's letter to the Board of 6th November 
1 806, tliat he relied on an Account, nearly the same as that whidi he afterwai ds 
produced to the Jury, for shewing that he had fully accounted, we do not liiid tliat 
the Law Officers were provided willi sufficient Documents to enable them to rebut 
it at the trial, and tlierefore the Jury could not, we conceive, have found any other 
Verdict than they did. As soon, however, as the defects of tliis Account are exposed, 
the fallacy of the defence set up for Mr, Cuthbert is obvious ; for il to tiic suni 
2,337. 2^. lo-irf. sliort-charged in iiis Balance at 2,', th .March lSoi,bcadded 
tlie overclainied credit of j£. 2,000. it will appear that in effect he sunk on the 
charge side of his Account a sum of £.4,337- ' 2 s. \o\d. exceeding the amount 
of the Duties witli which he omitted to debit himself in his Account between 5111 
January and nth September 1802, taking tliein as stated by the Representatives 
of Forster, by £. 10. 17s. ~id. and as they were returned chargeable against the 
Collection by only ,£.5. 2 s. w^d. This brings us to the 2d head of Enquiry, viz. 
What is the amount of the Balance actually due by Mr. Cuthlwrt? To ascertain 
the amount of Mr. Cuthbert’s debt was the principal olgect of the Account.^ stated 
by Mr. Haffield, which embrace three distinct periods : Account A onlains the 
Account of Mr. Cuthbert from 25th March 1800 to 25th March i8oi, com- 
mencing with tlie Balance of the Collection at 25th March 1800, as stated by the 
Accountant General, including Lysaght’s Balance; and as Mr. Cuthbert, on handiiv*' 
over the Collection to Foi-ster, commenced the Account that was then stated with 
the same Balance, notwithstanding the objection made by Mr. Cuthbert in lii.s 
Affidavit, Mr. Haffield appears to be justified in considering tliat the .'Vccoinitant 
General and Mr. Cutlibcrt agreed in tlie Balance at that day. Account B contains 
the Account of Mr. Forster from 25th March i8oi to 5tli'Aj)i ii 1S02, when Mr. 
Cuthbert resumed the charge of the Collection ; Account C contains the Account 
of Mr. Cuilibert from 5th April 1802 to 1 ith September 1802, « lien the Col- 
icctioii was handed over to Mr. Connor. In substance, these statements are the 
same as the Accounts of the Accountant General, after the omission in the latter 
of the Duties on Hearths, &c. in the .\pril Quarter 1802 is supplied, exccfit that 
credit is allowed to Mr. Cuthbert in the tbnnerfor £. 99. \ is. 5;</. in his payments 
for Stamp Duties, which was not ^ven by the Accountant General ; anil tlicy difter 
iVom those that were made up by the parties themselves on the several translbrs of 
the Collection only in the particulars set forth in the Appendixes annexed to each 
Statement, and in Mr. Haffield's having commenced Mr. Cutlibcrt's .'\ccount when 
last in charge of the Collection, with the Balance handed over to liim bv Foster’s 
Representatives on .'jth April 1802, instead of the Balance as it stood on 5th Ja- 
nuary preceding ; consequently, the errore, imputed by Mr. Cutlibcrt in his Affidavit 
to the Accounts as stated by Mr. Haffield, are to be discovered, if they exist at all, 
in these Appendixes. We accordingly find, on examining the respective Appendixes 
to the Accounts A and B, that Mr. Haffield has given Mr. Foster ciedit in the 
Christmas Quarter 1801, for an Acquittance of £. 1,500. w hereas such credit was 
taken by Mr. Cutlibcrt on handing over the Collection to Forster, and it is now 
admitted that he was entitled thereto ; but tliis error, which is specifically stated by 
Mr. Cuthbert in his Affidavit as an objection to Mr. Haffield’s Accounts, and 
which arose fix>m the Acquittance referred to not having been returned to the 
Accountant Generals Office in its due and regular course, after it had been 
paid by Mr. Cuthbert, does not affect tlie general Balance of the Collection 
on the iitli September i-8o3, as struck by the -Accountant General, it 
being immaterial, so far as relates to such general Balance, at wlial preceding 

period 
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period this particular credit was given ; nor will -the separate Accounts of 
Mr. Cutlibert and Mr. Foreter be affected to this amount, as it appears that 
Mr. Haffield in stating these Accounts has, under the head of Insolvent Arrears, 
given credit to the former at 25th March 1801, for a sum of 1,409. 3^. 6 d. Appendixe*. Noi. 
and diarged the latter totlic like amount, not being aware that he had already debited lo- ‘ ■i* 
tliese same Arrears to the one and credited them to the other, as part of the cur- 
rent Arrears out-standing at that day ; consequently, they were twice brought to the 
debit and credit of their respective Accounts. Transferring, tlierefore, the siun of Appendix, Na 12 
1,500. from Mr. Foster’s credit in the Account B, to that of Mr. Cuthbert in Apoendi* «»' 

the Account A, and deducting from the credit of the latter and the debit of the for- ' 
mer, 1,409. 3J. 6 there will be a difference in favour of Cuthbert and against 
Forster of ,£. 90. 16 #. 6t/. ; and hence the Representatives of Forster appear to have 
short-accounted with Cuthbert by 178. 15*-. 8 ^( 1 . instead of i]. 87^ tg*-. d. as 
set forth by Mr. Haffield, and credit is to be given to Mr. Cuthbert acordingly 
in the General Account. Mr. Haffield’s mistake in regard to tliis sum of 1,409. 

3^. b d. seems to have euisen from his observing that the Accountant General, in his 
Account for the year ending 25th March i8oi, had given the Collection credit, 
under the head of Insolvent Arrears, to this amount, more than Mi-. Cuthbert had 
taken credit tor under the same head at that day, on handing over the Collec- 
tion to Forster, and hence he conceived that Cuthbert was entitled to credit in 
his separate Account for the difference, and consequently tliat Forster siiouid be 
-debited with the same, as part of the Balance passed over to him by Mr. Cuth- 
ibert ; but tliis difference between the Accountant Gciicral’s Account and Cuthbert’-s 
w’as only apparait, Cuthbert having in his own Account in fact taken credit for 
dts amouirt under the head of Cunent Arrears, while the Accountant General 
^ve tlie Collection credit for the same under the head of Insolvent Arrears, a 
transfer to that amount having been made from the Current to the Insolvent 
Arrear Account, subsequently, as we are informed, to Mr. Forster’s being put ia 
•charge of the Collection. Sir. Cuthbert likewise objects in his Affidavit to the N . 2, 

debit of 1,072. 9^. 2l<f. being the amount of his Stamp Balance short brought 
forward on his handing over the Collection to Forster, and part of the short charge 
of .£• 2,337. 2 s. 1 oi d. before mentioned, (the particulars of which are contained 
in the Appendix to the Account A, corrected as we have pointed out) alledging Appendix, Nq. 10^. 
that he ought to have been credited therewith, a Balance on tlie Stamp Duty 
Account being in his favour. On examining an Account of the Stamp Duties Appendix No. 15. 
furnished to us by the Accountant General, it appears that Mr. Cuthbert brought 
forward his Stamp Duty Balance on 25th March 1800, short by £,. 52. that in the 
year ending 25th March 1801, he overclaimed credit in his payments for a sum of 
,£.397. 10 j, 6 d. and that on handing over tlie Collection to Forster he stated his 
Stamp Duty Balance to be £,. 1,592. 7 s. 5 d. whereas by his own Quarterly Ac- Appeodix. N. 5. 
count it appears tohave been ^.2,214. 155, oI d. thereby short charging ids Ba- 
lance, as exhibited therein, £.. 622, 7 s. jid. ; these several sums, with a short charge 
in his Receipts of 5^. o^d. make up the sum of £. 1,072. 9^. si d. short-accounted 
for by him according to the Accountant General's Account on 25th March i8oi. 

Debiting, however, his separate Account witli this sum of X*- i»072. gj. 2id. hewill 

be entitled to credit therein for £. 397. 1 6 5 d. being the amount of a Stamp Duty 

Acquittance issued on 26th March 1801, and paid by him, but which not being 

retunied to the Accountant General’s Office until June 1802, could not regularly 

be sooner placed to his credit ; and Mr. Haffield has accordingly given him credit App«n4ix«i. Not. 

to this amount in the Account for the period Mr. Cuthbert was last in charge ; 

hut as against the Balance of the Collection out-standing on the General Account, 

Mr. Cuthbert is not entitled to credit in his St-ainp Duty Account for more than 

«£. gg. 115 . 5 |d. that being the difference betw'een 2,747. 3.?. 7 i d. the actual Appe»d«,No. 15. 

Stamp Duty Balance due by him on i ith September 1802, and £. 2,846. 155. 1 d. 

the amount of such Balance as charged against him on that day i>y the Ac- 

counlaut General, and for which he in fact accounted on handing over the Appendix, No. g, 

Collection to Connor. With respect to the residue of the sum of £. 1,072. 9 s. ijd. 

amounting to 674. 125. gid. we cannot discover ou what gi'ounds lie claims 

its allowance : on one occasion indeed he appears to have alledged that he was 

iJiarged with a sum of £. G49. 25. 8 d. for Stamp Duties, wl i h ought, as he 

stated, to liave been added to Lysaght's Balance, but this claim seems to be untbumled, 

for we find on examining tlie Accountant General’s Books that the Stump Balance on 

30th April 1799, handed over from Lysaght to Cuthbert, was exclusive of this sum 

of<£. t> 49 - 2 5, 8d. These two suras of £. 1,500. aud «£'. 1,072. 95. 2{d. are 

the 
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36 (Ireland.)— Part 1. XI^ REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears 
the only items in Mr. Haffield’s Accounts wliidi Mr. Cuthbert has specifically ob- 
jected to in his Affidavit ; there is, however, a credit of jC- 1,000. disallow ed both 
by Sir. Haffield and the Accountant General, deserving from its ainoimt parti- 
cular notice : this credit was claimed by Mr. Cuthbert in the account he stated 
i)n handing ov'er the Collection to Forster, under the head of Payments to the 
Treasury in the Christmas Quarter J 800; but on examining his own Accounts for 
that Quarter, and the whole of bis payment to the I'reasury as stated by the Re- 
ceiver General, there appears to be no ground whatsoever for sneh claim. 'I hougli 
the remaining differences between Mr. Haffield’s Account A, and that stated by 
!Mr. Cuthbert on his handing over the Collection to Forster are small in nnwmii, 
and many of them very minute, we examined the Accounts of the Collection for 
the several Quarters in which such differences arise, in order to discover whether 
Mr. Haffield's Account A could be further impeached, but wc have not been 
able to find that it is liable to any other objection. The differences between 
Mr. Haffield’s Account (corrected as we have pointed out) for tl«? jitriod Mr. For- 
ster vvas in charge of the Collection, and that made np between lire Representatives 
of Forster and Cuthbert, are likewise very minute and lie in a narrow compass, the 
Ralance thereon being, as we have already stated, in Mr. Cuthbert’s favour 
i/8« 15 -y- 8 ld. If Forster’s Representatives really short-accounted with Cutli- 
bert to a greater amount, it w ould not be difficult, we apprehend, for him to shew it, 
not only from his having settled the Account with them himself, but because the 
Collection, while it was lield by Forster, w ho was as w e are int()i med incapable from in - 
iiniiityof conducting it, was managed by Mr. Cuthbert’s own Clerk, owing to which the 
Accountant General, considering Cuthfrert as the person actually in charge, omitted se- 
parating the Accounts. Tliis jroint, however, Mr. Cuthbert’s statement tothe Jury, wheit 
examined, fails to establish, as we have already shewn, and it does not appear to us 
that Forster is now chargeable beyond tlie sum we have mentioned. With re.spect 
to the differences between Mr. Haffield’s Account for the period Mr. Cuthbert was 
last in charge, and the Account for the same period submitted by him to the Jury, they 
aHK)unt according to our statement of them, on the charge side to £. 401 . 1 1 5. 
and on the discharge side to <£. 429. 16 2{d. credit being alfowed Mr. Cuthbert for 

the sum of .£.397. i 6 j. 5<f. to which we before stated he was entitled. The 
Ralance of these last-mentioned differences amount to .£.28. 5^. 24-d. for which 
Mf. Cuthbert is to get credit in reconciling his separate Account, as stated to the 
Jury, with the general Account of the Collection; credit is also to-be given to him, 
both in the general Account and his separate Account, for 1. 2s. gd. paid by 
hiin for Stamp Prints on Mr. Lysaght's Account, and for 65. 15^. 3 Ft/, the 
residue of a siim of .£,441. short-cr^ited to him under the head of Quit Rent 
Airears, the difference having been allowed him on liquidating the Balance of 
£.4,003. i8^. "Jid. These two items are part of Mr. Ciitiibert's overclaims, 
which, with their exception, we consider the Accountant General justified in disal- 
lowing, for ilie reasons we have given in the Appendix. It is also admitted by the 
Accountant General, that in stating the separate Accounts of Mr. Lysaght and Mr. 
Ciithbeit, there was an error of £. 100. against the latter, and in favour of the 
fonner, in the charge of the Duties on Hearths, in consequence of a wrong Tot, 
and that credit was allowed to Mr. I^ysaght for £. 52. 2$. jd.es paid to Officers on 
the Heartii-money Duty Establishment, which ought to have been given to Mr. Cuth- 
bert. Having thus stated all the credits to which Mr. Cuthbert appears to be en- 
titled, so far as we can discover from tlie Accounts of the Collection for the period 
under examination, the General Account will stand thus : 



GENERAL ACCOUNT. 



Cn AR(i,E. 



£. d. 



Duties on Hearths, &c. omitted to be brought to cliarge Ath") ^ 

April 1802 ^ F ^ 



Dxscharoe. 
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3 8 (rrcland).— Part i. REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears 
In like manner the Balance struck against Mr. Cuthbert by Mr. Haffield, with 
that which appears to be due by him according to the preceding Accounts : 



Balance according to Mr. Haffield’s Statement - 
By errors in such statement against Cuthbert, 
and in favour of Forster - - - - 

By shoit-crediied in Quit Rent Arrears - 
By payment for Stamp Prints, on account of Mr. 
Lysaght ------ 

By error in Tot of separate Accounts of Mr. 

Lysaght and l\Ir. Cuthbert - - , - 

By payinaits of Hearth-money Officers Salaries, 
to be allowed to Mr. Cuthbert - - - 



-£.4,144 

£. s. d. 

90 16 6 
^5 15 3 i- 

1 2 9 

100 



21 - 



52 2 7 

309 17 1». 



Balance due by Mr. Cuthbert - - £.3.834 12 1 



MR. FORSTER’S ACCOUNT. 

To Amount short accounted for by his Representatives, on handing 
over die Collection to Mr. Cuthbert, .^th April 1802 
By payment to the Revenue and Allowances - - - - 



£. d. 
178 I'T 
87 19 24. 



Balance due 



- £. 90 1 6 6 



On pavTuent of the sum of £. 87. i9f. 2\d. we are informed that the Bond of 
Mr. Forster and his Sureties was given up. 

Notwidistanding ^vc have found it necessary to detail this case, owing to the in- 
tricacy in which it is involved, at considerable length ; the principal Facts relutijjg 
to it seem to be comprehended under the following Statements ; 

1st. That Mr. Forster, in the Accounts stated between his Representatives and 
Mr. Cuthbert, on the latter taking charge of the Collection in April i S02, was de- 
bited with the whole amount of the Duties on Hearths, &c. received by him during 
the time he held the Collection, except a sum of ^’.l. o^. 3|</. and that he was 
debited with £.4,326. 5s. 2\d. as the amount of such Receipts in the Qu/irter 
ending 5th April 1802, and with the produce of all the other Duties chargeable 
againstthe Collection in the same Quarter. 

2ndly. That Mr. Cuthbert, in his Account from 5th January to nth September 
1802, debited himself with the whole jrroduce of the Duties with which Mr. Forster 
was debited in die Quarter ending 5th April 1802, except the sum of £. 4,326. 

2\d. stated as the amount of the Duties on Ileavtlis, &c. received by Mr. 
Forster within that Quarter; and that in the same .'Vccount Mr. Cuthbert over-claimed 
certain credits to the amount of £. 3,422. 105. admitting himself to be 

debtor on 1 1 th September 1 S02, in a su'm of £. 5G0. only. 

gdly. That in the Account made up by the Accountant General from the 5th 
January to nth September 1802, these credits were disallowed, and that on 
pa3'ment by Mr. Ciitlibert of the Balance of £. 4.003. 18s. 7 i d. struck thereon, all 
claims of the Crown from the time Mr. Cuthbert first took charge of the Collection 
in April 1799, until he finally quitted it in September 1S02, were discharged, except 
in respect to the Duties on Hearths, &:c. in the April Quarter iSoa, amounting, 
as certified by the Inspector General of these Duties, to £. 4 > 33 i. >9^. lO^'d. 
with whicb Uie Accountant General omitted to debit Mr. Cudibert in that Account. 

4thly. That the Representatives of Mr. Forster handed over to Mr. Cuthbert, on 
5th April 1 802, a Balance of £. 1 3,978. 1 2 oi d. fully accounting for the Collec- 
tion so long ns the same had been held by Jlr. Forster, except to the amount of 
£. 178. 15 5. 8 Id. 

5thly. That Mr. Cuthbert, in the Account given in evidence to the Jury, debited 
himself with the Balance so handed over to him by the Representatives of Mr. 
Forster on the 5th April 1802, professing thereby to account for all sums charge- 
able against him in respect to such Balance, and of the Duties received by him 
during the period he last held the Collectiop, but that in effect he sunk, on tlic debit 

side 
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side of that account, a sum of £. 4,337- 2 s. toi d. it appearing tliat he took credit 
for a sum of £. 2,000. to which lie was not entitled ; and that having, on handing over 
the Collecdon to Mr. Forster on 25th March i8oi, short-accounted by a rum of 
£. 2,, 537. 2 f. 1 o| d. the Balance received from the llcprcsentauves of Mr. Forster 
was short to tlic same amount. 

Gthly. That making up the Account either as it was stated by die Accountant 
General from 5th January 1802 to nth September 1802, (the Balance of 
which was not aflected by ihc sum of .£.2,337. 2 5. loid. short accounted for 
by Mr. Cuthtert, on han’ding over the Collection to Mr. Forster) or making it up 
as it was stated on the part of Mr. Cuthbert, and given in evidence to the Jury, the 
Duties on Healths, &c. for the Quarter ending 51I1 April 1802, were equally 
unaccounted for ; in the former Account they were entirely oiniited, and in the 
latter, though they were brought to charge by the Kepresentatives of Forster in 
account with Mr. Cullibci t, lie evaded accounting for them in the manner that has 
been stated. 

7thly. That the said Duties, except in respect to the sum of 1 . 0 5. 3 1 if. in- 

cluded' in the sum of.£. 87. 195. 2id. wliicli has been paid to the Revenue by t'le 
Repre-seutativesof .Mr. Forster, remain still unaccounted for to the Crown. 

8thly. Thai the said Duties are chargeable against Mr. Cuthbert. and that allow- 
ing him the particular credits, iimounting in llie whole to £. 497. 7 a. g-J- d. winch ho 
appears to be entitied to, a Balance remains due by him of £. 3,834. 1 2 id. 





CORK. 




Ji^tiliam Connor - 


Bond £.8,01)0. 

The Collector ; — Rob‘ Longficlcl Con- 
nor, of Fort Connor in the County of 
Coik, P.sq. Patrick Dalton of Knockroe, 
in the Coiiiny of W'aterford, Gent", and 
W" Connor, Esq. Lieutenant in the 85th 
Reg' of Infunny, eldest son of suid ”* ' 
Connor, 20th July i8o3. 


£. 19,027. 14s. n<i. 

1808. 



It appears that Mr. Connor having in the week ending 2d April 1808, received 
Rents and Duties payable to the Crown to the amount of 17,93^ ab- 

sconded therewith, whereupon Mr. Edwards the Solicitor went to Cork, and having 
procured an afildavit of the amount of the debt due by Mr. Connor, so far as the 
same could then be ascertained, a Writ of Cnpios was marked against him for 

^\i8,i20. 8s. 5id.; and it being afterwards discovered that he was indebted m a 
further sum of .£.5,600. a second Writ of was issued on account theieof. 

These WTits were directed to the Sheriffs of Dublin, it being supposed that Mr. 
Connor was there concealed ; but Government having received intormation that he 
liad fled to Scotland, Mr. Edwards went to Glasgow where be found that he had 
been already arrested at the suit of the Crown. Among his Papers two accountable 
Receipts were discovered, one of a Banker in Glasgow for £■ 1,000. Insh, andan- 
otlicrofMr. William Kcllock. of Cork, for £. 7,000. and the proper steps were 
taken for attaching these sums for the use of ilis Majesty. 

Bc.ridcs the.^e proceedings, Writs of Scire facias werc issued Connor 

and his Sureties, to which they pleaded perfonuance of the condition of their Bond; 
and an Infbvmatioii for ilie sums in the \Frits of Capias bcfore-menUoiied was hied 
against Mr. Connor himself, to which he pleaded not guilty. 

Mr. Connor’s healtli having been considerably impaired in consequence of his rc- 

1 maiuing in confincuieiit, it was deemed expedient to liberate him, on the condition of his 

naviug to the Revcuue the sums lodged w ith the Banker in Glasgovv and Mr. Kcllock, 
and of his consenlJng to allow judgments to be entered against him on the ^ 

Scivc facias and on the Infonnation. Tliese terms having been complied with by JMr. 
Coiuior, he was accordingly, under tlie direction of the Attorney General, discharged 
from prison, and a M’rit of Levari facias was issued on the J udgnient so obtainea m 
the suit by Scire facias, and Mr. Connor’s Estate, of the annual value, as is stated by 
the Solicitor, of£. 800. was cranted in Custodiam for the use of the Crown. At 
tiie time this arrangement was made, it was agreed on the part of the Crowm that, as 
u regular statement of Mr. Connor’s Account had not been made out, he should be 
, allowed any ciedits to which he was fairly entitled, and we called upon him to 
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US with an Account of his cluinis, in order that they mlj^ht be investis^ated and ad- 
justed; I\ir.(,‘oimer did not, however, j)ro(luceto us any such Account, but as he ap- 
peared to doubt whctlicr he hud got credit in tlie Accountant General’s Account ior 
a sum of .£. 5,072. lo-s. oa'. according to an Order of tlie I’oard tor that purpose, 
and also allcdged that he had been short-credited for Navy jjaymeids, a sum of about 
£’.4,000. Mc found on enquivv that the £.5,073. 10 4'. 0 <f. was allowed him by 
tlu[ Kxainincr of Excise in his Certilioates to the i^ccount:lnl General, and that he 
bad been credited the whole amount of his claims for Navy pavtnents, excent a sum 
()f£. 394. o j. t)| (I. f)T wiiich tlic necessary ^''ouchers were not produced. ' Accord- 
ing to the Accountant General's Account, Mr. Connor was indebted to the Crown, on 
5th April 1808, ina Balance of £.27,024. 14^. nir/. from \^liidi deducting 
£• 75097- O'-'- paid into the Treasury by iMr. Edwards .on account of MrT 
Connor, there remains a Balance against him of£.iQ,027. 14,?. 7I rf. Oninvesli- 
gating ^Ir. Cuthbert's Account, who preceded Mr. Connor in the Collection the 
latter appears to have been charged under the head of Bills unacquitted, handed' over 
to him by the former, with a sum of£.(545.4J. yrf. for which no Acquittances ere ever 
issued ; crediting him therefore for this amount, the iJ&latice out-standing against him 
■will be £. 18,382. 10.?. o|r/. Ol tliis Balance, £. 8,000. may be recovered against 
the Sv’rcnies under tbdr Bond. They, as we have i>cfore statc^l, have pleaded per- 
formance of the condition contained therein, but there can be no difiictiltv of proving 
by Mr. Connor’s own Books, now' in tiie possession of tlie Revenue, a breach thereof' 
to much more than the anuxint of the penalty. IVitli resjiectto the residue of the 
Balance, proceedings ought to be taken against Connor's own Estate, and therefore 
tlie Solicitor should be directed to make [)arlicular enquiry whether he is really tenant 
for life, as has been alledged, and whether he possesses any other-landed property 
than that which has been already granted in Custodiain to the Crown. 



■ DUBLIN. 


Hon. /. Knox - ^ 

1 


Bond £. 8,000. 

Tlie Collector ; — Thomas Knox the 
elder, of Dungannon in the Countv 
Tyrone, and Tito* Knox the; youn.cer, 
ut the City of Dublin, Esqrs. 27th Etb. 
1764. 


£■30, 349- 15s. oid. 
1781. 



Mr. Knox was disrnjsscd from his Collection in 17^1, and a Commission havin'^ 
issued out of the Exchequer to ascertain tlie amount of the debt be owed to the 
Crown, it was found on an inquisition held thereon, that he was indebted in a 
BaJarce t>f £•_ 40,849- 4f < 1 - which was redqced by payments made by himself^ 
and by his Sureties paying the amount of the penalty contained in their Bond, to 
foe sum now out-standing. Proceedings appear to have taken bv information in foe 
Court of Exchequer against Air. Knox, in order to discover the value of Ids landed 
property, and the estate he had tlierein, but they do not seem toliave been followed 
up with effect. ^ Air. Knox s Estates were, we are informed, principally Lease-, 
)io)d, airj wc believe greatly incumbered ; he has betn some time dead, and we con-’ 
Elder this Balance to be now irrecoverable. 



Lord Delvin, now ^ 
Earl of fVestmeaih. J 


Bond - - - . _ £.3,000. 


£•393- ig--- 7i£ 


The Collector ; — The Right ITon. 
John Fitz-Gibbon, aftenvards Earl of 


1789. 




Clare, and Patrick Dense, of City of 
Dublin, Merchant ; 5th May 1786. 



This Collection having been transferred on 25th January 1 7S9, from Lord 
Delvin, now Lord Westineatli, to the late Matthew Scott, E'sq. an Account appears 
to have been made up to that day and signed bv Lord Delvin, Mr. Scott, and 
Mr. Alexander M'ortliington, then a Surveyor General, and a Balance of 
£- 4,707- 1 3 appearing to be due thereon. Lord Westmei'th paid the same 

oyer to his successor Alri Scott; but by an Account aftenvards made up for the 
Collection to the same period by the Accountant General, T-ord V\ oslmccth ap- 
peared to be chargeable with a further sum of £-393- iQJ- 7kd. principally 
arising from an overclaim in his Avrear Account, to the amount of £377. i«- pid. 

which 
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Avnich be refused to pay, alledging that l>e dUl not owe any Balance. A Writ of 
‘Scirc/flcw.s having however Ijeen afterwards sued out against him, he permitted judg- 
ment to go by ddaiilt, and a Custodiam was obtained of certain lands in the County 
ot \S estinentli ; but there being several prior incumbrances affecting these lands, no 
rents have as yet bi'cn received. The first incumbrance i.s for 17,000. charged 
on Ij3rd \\estmcatiis Estates in 1781. 'J'his sum appears to have been raised by 
Mortgage, the Assignee of which is in receipt of thoTcnts. There is likewise an 
annuity of „£.40U' lier annum charged upon liis Estates, and a Receiver ap- 
pointed by tlie Court ot Chancery. Whctlicr tiiesc incumbrances affect the whole of tlie 
1-islates ol Lord Westmeath, we are not informed, but tlie Solicitor should codeavour 
lo ascertain that fact, as also how soon it may be expexted that the Mortgage Mill be 
paid off. Wc do not propose tliat any proceedings should be taken *^inst the 
Sureties in tliis case, because as the Baiauce is small in itself, and consists 'chiefly of 
a charge that might he now difficult of proof, we do not think it would be prudent to 
incur tlie expence necessarily incident to such a suit. 



E N N I S. 


Aug'- Fhxgtrald. - 


Bond X* 2,000 

"Mr. Fitzgerald, and TlieobaldRulIer, 
of Fiiiunoyiie, iti the County of Tippe- 
rary, .Hid Charles F’ilzgeralcl of Shep- 
pei ton, in the County ol'Clare, Esquires; 
5th Dec. tSoi. 


j ^1.8,567. 15,.. 3;,7. 



IT appears from the Solicitor’s Report, that proceedings having been takcti on the 
Collector's Bond, certain lands belonging to him in the County of Clave, of the 
value of X- boo. a year, and other lands the property of Charles Fitzgerald, one of 
his Siiredes. of the animal value of X. 1,500. have been grunted in Custodiam in 
trust for liis ]\Iajest\' ; under these Custodiams, however, no more can be recovered 
tlmn the pt mil smn mentioned in the Bond, and therefore to enforce payment of the 
residue of this lialance, it will be necessary that other proceeding, v should be taken, 
and consequently proof made of the amount of the debt. The Accountant 
(leneral s Account, on which the Balance of X. 8, .567. 1 5 34- d. is struck, is made 

up to the 10th August 1S05, the day that Mr. Fitzgerald ceased to be Collector; 
but this Account is not acknowledged by him, nor on his behalf, and the last 
Account signed by Mr. Fitzgerald now forth-coming, is for the Quarter ending 5U1 
July 1805. 



By this Account he acknoivledges himself Debtor, 

In a Balance on the Revenue Account of - - . ^.1 

Ditto on the Stamp Account of 



The Accountant General in his Account does not debit 
the Collector M'ith any Receipt after tlie 5th July 1805, tlie 
day to which tlie C'olleclor’s own Account is made up ; bat 
he appears to be chargeable with the following overclaiins and 
short diarges : 

To overclainied payments in Quarter ending 

5th April 1805 £. & 10 loi 

Ditto in ditto 5th July 1805 - . - 1 * 5f 

Stamp Balance short brought to charge - 1,291 6 4J 

Net produce of the sale of the Still Ctensils 
and Spirits of Blood and Fitzgemid, re- 
tained and never accounted for by the late 
Collector 2,489 12 54 



10,328 19 5i 
210 18 10 



io >539 »8 



3,788 11 2 



Total Charge 

From which deduct Arrears and sundry Sums credited by the 
Accountant General, in liis Account made up to the loth 
August 1805 

Balance returned as due by the Accountant General - X* 



i4»32S 9 

I 

5,760 14 
8.567 15 31 
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The amount received by Mr. Fitzgerald from the sale of the Still Utensils 
and Spirits of Blood and Fitzgerald, can be proved by the Information Book of tiic 
District, and by the testimony of tlie Surveyor General 0 ‘Grudy, who immediatelv 
succeeded Mr. Fitzgerald in the charge of the Collection, and the Stump Balance 
hy the production from the Stamp Office of Mr. FilzgeraUi's Receipts to the Dis- 
tributors tor the .sums he received from tliein, deducting thereout tlic Stamp .Itc- 
{juittanccs as credited by the Accountant General. 

Understanding that the Reverend Richard Fitzgerald, the Son of the Collector, ami 
likewise his heir at law and executor, had .set u|) ccrLiin dalins in rcdu''.tioii of 
this Balance, wc called upon him for a statement thereof, and we recci\ed a Me- 
morial claiming tiie following allowances : 

1. A moiety of the sum of X-5,Co3. 7 5. lit?, amount of Fines fur non- 
payment of Duties established against Blood and J'iizgcrald, 

Distillers, in the year 1803 - - - • ~ £ 2.826 13 ii| 

2. A moiety of 3,986. 35. 9 r/. on the like account in iSo^- 1,993- 1 lOf 

3. Arrear of Duties due by the same Firm in 180 charged 

against the late Collector by Order of the Board, but nut re- 
ceived by him - - - - 1,399 4 

With regard to the two first-mentioT.ed sums, v.-e do not find that any claim 
was ever made on account thereof by the late CoUect'ir, and had .Mr. Fitzgerald, 
bis son, been acquainted with the law or practice of the Revenue in this respect, 
be could not have conceived his Fathers Account entitled to the allowances he 
now seeks. When a Distiller or Maltster omits to pay his Duties witnin.the time 
prescribed by law, he becomes liable to a penalty ui double their amount ; and 
it is the duty of tiie Collector to hie an Information for the recovery thereof but 
the conviction obtained tliereon is only considered as the means ol enforcing pay- 
ment of the Arrear, and not as vesting any title in the Officer (whose act oftilimr 
the Information is merely minbterial) to a moiety of Uie penalty. According to 
the conenrrent testimony of some of tlic oldest Officers ot the itevemic, there is 
no instance of the [icnalty of double doty having been le\ icd on tlic Trader, for 
the benefit of tlic informer. Sudi is the severity of the penultv, that to do so 
would be destructive of tlic particular Trade, and ultimately of tlic Revenue 
raised u}ion it. It has indeed happened that penalties of double duty, recovered 
under prior convictions, have been enforced for the satisfaction of Arreai-s snbse- 
<piently incurred ; but this very application of them implies a remission of them to 
the Trader, and consequently precludes any right of the Officer filing the informa- 
tion. In tlie cases under consideration there is no pretext for Mr. Fitzgerald’s claim 
even on this ground, as the penalties were not actually levied. In 1 803, the traders 
Blood anil Fitzgerald having got into arrear, the Collector filed Informations, and 
obtained judgments against them for penalties, amounting to 5,633. 7,?. lit/, 
but the Commissioners agreed to allow them to pay the Duties actually due, bv 
instalments ; thus virtually remitting, as they then had by law the power of doing, 
the penalties adjudged under the informations, tiie convictions being only kept 
over them for the puiposc of enforcing payments of the Duties. In April and 
May 1S05, other 'Arrears to the amount of £- 1,840. 19,9. 4-'-z/. having accrued, due 
by the same Distillers, convictions were had against them on 27th .Fulv following 
for ^.3,949. 18.9. 9</. (and not 3,986. 35. pd. as stated by Mr. Richard Fitz- 
gerald) being ilouble the amount of die Duties then due, and four penalties of 
£. 50. each; but on 25th May 1805, before any Information had been filed by- 
Mr. Fitzgerald for tlie recovery of the I )uties so itv Arrear, the Still and the whole 
Stuck of Spirits belonging to tliese Di>tillers had been seized liy nn Inspector Ge- 
neral for frauds committed by them against the Revenue ; am! having been con- 
demned by the Siib-Coinmissbners, the same wore sold, under their Warrant, by 
the Collector, whose duty it was so to do, but who, without any right whatsover, 
retained in his hands the net produce of such sale, amounting to £. 2,489. 1 2 j. .'',1 d. 
without charging himself tlicrewith. In consequence of this seizure, Blood and 
Fitzgerald failed, and the Collector, on quitting the Collection in August 1803, got 
credit for tlie Arrearsof £. 1,849. 'vhich were incurred in April and -May 

1803, and which have never been since paid to the Crown. 

*l’he credit of 1,399. 4 </. is claimed as the amount of the Arrears due 

by Blood and Fitzgerald at the time of the seizure of their Still and Stock of 
Spirits, and vvilh -which it is stated tlw Collector had charged himseifin {)ursumice 

of 
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of the Order of the Board. On examining Mr. Fitzgerald’s Arroar Account for 
*hc Quarter ending 5th April 1805, the only Arrears charged therrin against 
Bl(wd and Fitzgerald, are the .sura of X. 346. 3s. 1 1 d. part of the Arrears of 1803, 
■Mhich it had been agreetl to receive by instalments, and a sum of.£. yjR. 65. "jd. 
tieing the amount of Duties incurred in February- 1803, and wliidi it is'statrd would 
■be paid the next Oliice-day ; and according to his Arrear Account for tlie Quarter 
'ending .■■jlh July i8ny, the only Arrears then out-standing against these Disrillers, 
•are the same sum of X’- 346. 8.«. iit/. and the sum of ,£.1,849. 4|£ which 

•wc Ivetore noticed, no mention being made therein of the sum of £.938. 6^. jd- 
It does indeed appear that on 30th ^lay 1804, after die detection of the 
Frauds of Blood and Fitzgerald, which die Collector was charired \ritli aidiii" and 
cc^{>erating in, an order was made by the Board requiring him to charge hunself 
with the Balanc;.' of the Arrears of 1 803, amounting, as we have already menlioned, 
to £,. 34b- 8«. J 1 d. and with all Arrears due by these Di.-tillers, but this order 
Iocs not seem to have liccn complied with, neither in respect to the Arrears of 
£.1,849. lyi. 4fi/.nor those of £. 346. 8«. wd. credit being given to him tor 
the latter as well as the former on his resigning the Collection in August 1805. 
Afr. i'itzgcruld, however, in a letter addressed by him to the Board, dated 24th 
July 1805, alledges that he had debited himself with the Balance of the Duties 
charged against these Distillers in the month of April preceding, but he does not 
state to what amount, ar.d as the Duties for the week ending nyth April formed 
a jiari of the Arrear of £. 1,849. ^ 9 ^- Aid. it is not easy to understand why' he 
sliould Lave debited himself with the Duties incurred in the preceding part of 
the montli, and not with tlic residue, unless it be supposed he did so under 
the pai ticiiiar circumstance stated in the Order of 30th May. In this Order he is 
charged with having gone out of the usual course of his duty, in giving two par- 
ticular orders to tlic Gaugers to permit large quantities of Spirits from Blood 
and litzgeralvi to one Dennis Rhcddin, between whom a fraudulent traffick is 
aliedged to have been then carrying on, whereas tlie regular VVarrants for their 
doing so would liave been duplicates of the rccei|)ts for the Duties, and if tiie 
Collector debited himself with the Duties chargeable on the Spirits so irregularly 
permitted, as he may iiave done, we do not think him entitled to any allowance 
on that account, the Crown having been deprived, by liis default, of the best security 
for payment of tiie Duties ; besides, it may be fairly presumed, until the contrary 
be shewn, that the Collector actually received the amount of the Duties wiiich were 
incurred previous to those composing the Arrears of £.1,849. * 9 ^- as he 
does not appear to have filed any Information for their recovery, which it is to be 
supposed he would have done as well as for the Arrcai's particularly mentioned, 
had they been unpaid. 

Under_ all these circumstances, tlierefore, we are of opinion that the Collector’s 
Account is not entitled to the credits claimed by Mr. Richard Fitzgerald, and we 
recommend that measures be taken to levy off the Estate of Mr. Charles Fitzgerald, 
the Surety of Mr. Augustine Fitzgerald, the amount of the penalty contained in his 
Bond. \Vith respect to the residue of the Balance, it is stated to us that there are 
incumbrances prior to the claim of the Crowm to a considerable amount affecting 
the Collector s Estates, but though on the proper enquiries this should be found to 
be the case, if tliere be property equal to these incumbrances and the claim of the 
Crown, pioceedings should be taken to ascertain by Commission out of the Ex- 
chequer the amount of the dent due by foe Collector, so that payment of it might 
Be enforced as soon as the incumbrances tiaving precedence thereto ai'e disrfiargcd» 



K I L K E N N Y, 



Simon King - - 


Bond £.2,000. 


£.777. 17s. 




Tlie Collector ;—Rich!uti Elliott of 
Cbnmorcs, and Daniel Osborne of 
' Silver Spring, both in foe County of 
Kilkenny, Inquires; 1788. 


>789- 



IT apjiears from the Accountant General’s Ledger, that tfie Balance due by tbi& 
Collector amounted originally to £. 1,062. 17^. Gf i/. ; and Mr. Edwards the SoH- 
-citor states, tliat in Alarch 17935 William Osborne, Son to Daniel Osbome, one of 
the Collector’s Sureties, executed a Bond to ili’j Majesty conditioned for foe dis- 
55 * charge 

ige digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



44 (Ireland.)— Part i. REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears, 
charge of the Balance by instalments, and that a sum of .£’. 28 ,')- "'*6 paid on 
account thereof, leaving the sum now out-standing unpaid, 'lhat in conse- 
quence of Mr. Osborne’s default in payment of his instalments, proceedings 
were tahen on his' Bond, and Judgment being obtained, a finding was had ut the 
lands of Silver Spring and Grange, in the County of Kilkenny, and that tlic same 
have been granted in Custodiain in trust for the Oown, but that no rents have as 
yet been received, owing to I\Ir. OsbeiTic's Estates being affected by prior incum- 
brances. Having called for an account of these incumbrances, it appears 
that they amount to £.2,8-20. i8^. \\ d. and though some of them are_ of 
an old date, we find on enquiry that the whole appear to he still out-standing. 
Tlic Solicitor ought, however, to endeavour to inform hiinself of the value of 
Air. Osborne’s Estates, and take the proper steps for ascertaining whether the in- 
cumbrances affecting them liave not been paid ofi', as they may lie only kept on record 
for the purpose of protecting him against the claim oflho Crown. 



John Bourke 
'O'Fliiherty - j 



Bond 



- £. 2 , 000 . 



The Collector Sir John O’Flaberty 
of Lemon Field, in the County Gahvay, 
Bart, and Thomas Warburtun, of Ship- 
street Dubliu, Merdiaut ; August 17S0. 



£. 2,264. 135- <i\d. 



According to an Account stated by the jVccountant General in his Ledger, and 
signed by Air. 0 ’ 1 ’lahcrtv 1 ith November 1 S03, the Balance due by him on the 5th 
January 1802, when he went out of the Colltctiun, amounted to £,. 4,022. 25. 11 i d. 
to enforce paymentof which legal proceedings were taken on liis Bond, and a finding 
having been had of certain lands, his Estate in the County of Kilkenny, the same 
were granted in Custodiain to the Solicitor in tmst for the Crown. Ihe gross 
annual rental of these lands, as stated to us, amounts to - - <£. 45 ^ 16 — 

Deduct head rent payable to Lord Callan - X- i, 5 ^ 16 — 

Receiver's Fees on £. 4 j6. i 6#. - - - 22 16 to 

179 12 10 



Yearly amount applicable to the discharge of the penalty in | ^ 2-y 3 2 

the Bond - - S ' 



In reduction of this Balance the following payments have been made ; 

1806, March 6tb. l^aid the Receiver General on 

account of the Balance due by Mr. O’Flalierty - £’• 35 8 

- - July 29th. Paid the Receiver General the 
sura this day received from the Receiver of the 

Rents, deducting his fees and cxpences - - 138 6 5 

1807, Feb. 2t'th. The like . _ - - 138 8 3 

1808, - - 11th. The like _ , - - 138 9 10^ 

- - Julyiitli. The like - - - - 138 8 3 

1809, Jan. 5th. The like - - - - 138 8 3 

- - July 7th. The like - 200 

- - - 14th. Received and paid the Receiver 

General on account of said Balance - - 830 

jSio, Oct. 10th. Paid on account of rents - - 120 



Balance remaining due 



- 1,877 9 21- 

2,144 13 9 t 

£■.4,022 2 11-i 



LTnlcss some more speedy means be provided by the Collector for payment 
of his Balance, than by tlic annual rents of these Eands, its liquidation will not be 
affected in the course of many years. AVe observe, however, that two of the above 
payments, viz. £. 35. 8 s. 1 1 and £. 830. were made on account of the gene- 
ral Balance, and not under the Custodiam : should therefore Mr. O’Fiaherty continue 
such extra payment to a sufllcient amount, it may not be necessary to enforce 
a sale of liis Estate, otherwise we recomineud that proceedings should be taken for 
that purpose. 

It 
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LOUGHREA. 


Theo‘ Gloxer - - • 


Bond 2,000. 


£.873. 




The Collector ; Right Hon. Lord 1 


1762. 




Lancsboroiigb, and tlie Right Hon. 
James Butler ; 17th July 1737. 





iTap[>ears f[-om Mr. Caldwell’s Report in 1776', that in conscqiTencc of a Suit 
instituted against Mr. Glover tlie Collector, for the recovery of tiie Balance due by 
him, a small Leasehold Interest of £. 22. per annum, and an Annuity of £. too. 
during his life, hail been granted to the Grown in Custodiain, and that he had been 
thrown into gaol, where he remained near four years in great di^itress. lliat pro- 
ceedings were also taken against his Sureties, and tljat Airs. Butler, widow and 
executrix of James Butler, one of the Sureties, obtained in 17^4 Uis Majesty s 
Letter under his Sign Manual, requiring the Commissioners of tlie Revenue not to 
proceed against her on account of her husbands Bond, and that thereupon Lord 
Lanesboiougl), the other Surety, entered into new Bonds, payable by iiistaUnents, for 
a moiety of Mr. Glover’s Balance, and that the annuity _and_rent received under 
the Custodiain were annually accounted for during the life of Mr. Glover. Mr. 
Edwards the Solicitor states, that Ixjrd I.anesborough's Bonds do not appear to 
have been recorded in the Exchequer, or that any proceedings were ever taken upon 
them, and ' that they had not come into his hands, and further, tliat the Attorney and 
Solicitor Cieneral and Counsel to tlie Commissioners of Excise, had given it as their 
opinion, ‘‘ That as the Bonds executed by Lord . Lanesborough could not be found, 
nor any ucco'.nit of them, it was reasonable to presume that they were satified, and 
therefore they advised that no further [irocccdings should be ta.ken. Linder these 
circumstances we recommend, that this Arrear should be disharged trom the iiccount 
as irrecoverable. 



James Blaijuiere - j 


Bond £.2,000. 1 

The Collector, and John Scott of 


£.174. igs. 




the City of Dublin, Esq. Hia Majesty’s ' 
Solicitor General, and Robert Ross of 
Rosstrevor, in the County of Down, 


1779 - 




Esq. igili Dec. 1776. 





Air. Blaquiere bad charge of the Collection of Loughrea, in the year 1779, 
as Surveyor General, anil u[)on his handing it over to his successor, a Balance of 
X 417. '7*'. was struck against him^ by tlie Accountant General, which has 
been reduced by subsequent payments to the sum at present out-standing. Air. 
Edwards the Solicitor states, that Mr. Blaquiere refused to sign the Accountant 
General’s Account, and that on application being made to him for payment of the 
Balance returned against him, hcconstantly alicdgcdtiiai he was not indebted to the 
Crown in any sum. The Balance struck' by the Accountant Gcncnd was certainly 
mot a Cash Ba!anr.C, for it ajipears that part of it, consisting of Arrears of Quit Rents, 
was collected by his successor. 'I'hcre are also items in the Account with which it 
seenisvery doubtful whether he was chargeable, and therefore conddering it to be im- 
practicable to substantiate tlie debt, we recommend that this Balance should be dis- 
charged as irrecoverable. 



J. P. Trench 



Bond ----- £,. 3,000. 

The Collector, and the iiight Ileve- 
rcnil Power Trench, Loici Bijhop of 
*VValerford ; 1805. 



£.2,037. 15 j. 3|r/. 



1808. 



Tile Bishop of Waterford having desired that he should be furnished witli an 
Account of the particulars in this case, which the Solicitor states was accordiiigly 
done, his Lordship intorined us, that when the several claims to be made on tiie part 
of the Collector in reduction of the Balance sliould have been investigamd, he was 
ready to discharge whatever might appear to be due, and by his Lordohip s desire we 

^5. M called 
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called upon Mr. Joseph Ormsby, the Pro collector, and Mr. Mullery, whom he 
pointed out to us as capable of ‘rivinjr the necessary infonnation in respect to such 
claims; and having examined them and the Books and Documents relating thereto, 
we are of opinion that the following sums sliould be allowed to the Representatives 
of the late J. P. Trench, Esq. and deducted from the Balance returned by the Ac- 
countant General, as due by him on the 29th August 1 808, the time of Mr. 
Trench’s decease. 



Paid Robert Johnston, Esq. Insjicctor General, for his share of Fines and Sei^jurcs 



in July and October Quarters 1808, not before allowed to s- d. 

the late Collector - - - - - - - - 631210! 

- - Thomas Knox Magee, Esq. Surveyor General, for his share 

of d° in July Quarter 1808, not before allowed the late Col- 
lector --------- - 30481 

- - B. Swan, Esq. Inspector General, for his share of d* 

in October Quarter 1808, not before allowed tha late Col- 
lector - - • - - - - - - - 11249 

- - Beauebamp Hill, Esq. Inspector General, for his share of 

d° in July Quarter 1 808, not before allowed the late Col- 
lector --------- - 80 7 7^ 

N. B. These several Officers acknowledged to us, that tliey 
had received the above-mentioned sums, and that tlie 
late Collector is entitled to credit for same. 



'file late Collector’s projxjrtions of two Seizures made bv him in 
October Quarter 1B08, not before allowed to him ; viz. 
Information Boo.k, Fol. 151 - • - - - .cf- 26 13 2 

1>- - - 164 - - - - 28 15 3 



Paid AValter Butler, Esq. High Constable of Kiltarton Baronv, 
in May 1808, for his Payments to Militia Soldiers Wives as per 
his Receipt, not before allowed for want thereof - - - 

- - John Pilkington, as per Board’s Order 7th .\piil 180S, for 
difference of Salary while in charge of Eyre Court, M’est AValk, 
as per his Receipt, not before allowed for n ant thereof - 
Collector's Salary from 5th July to 29th August, 55 days, at 
^oo. j)er annum ----- jC -75 6 10 
Clcrrks - d" - d° to 5th September, 2 months, at 

X. 80. - d” - ■ 13 



Paid JoFcijh Ormsby, Esq. High Constable of Clonmachnoon, 
July qth 1 S08, for Payments to Militia Soldiers AA'ives as j>er 
liis Affidavit, disallowed for want of Receipt, same having been 
mislaid - -- -- -- -- - 

Allowed AA’"" Crawford of Gort, and John Callanan of Evre Court, 
<liscount on additional AVine Duties of 1804, as per Affidavit of 
Pro-coilcclor Joseph Ormsby, that the Collector had charged 
himself with tlie full Duties and claimed credit for the discount 
wlikli. was disallowed 

Paid for adveitizing Quit Rents ------ 

- - Andrew Marlin, Surveyor, 5th January 1807, to subsist Mili- 
tary Parties on Still Hunting, as per his lleceipt and agreeable to 
Board's Order, K* 269, not before allowed for want of Receipt - 

- - Honora Rush, AVidow of Ambrose Ru.sh, a superannuated Sur- 

veyor, at 65. j)cr Annum, for one month’s allowance, due at 
his death, as per her Receipt - - - - - , - 

- - A. Flaherty, June 27th i8o6, for printing Notices to Dealer's 

in GunpoAder, not before allowed to the Collector, as per 
Affidavit of Joseph Orinsbv, Pro-collector - . - - 

- - The Sheriff of the County of Galw'ay, for holding ,5 Enquiries 

respecting Quit Rent Laws - - - dC- 12 10 — 

- - To tlie scvcml Persons serving Custodiams 

on said Lands ----- - 411-— 



55 8 3 



30 

3 14 6 



S 3 



6 10 



70 

12 14 3 
1 14 

11 7 6 

584 

4 11 — 



Paid 
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Balance due by tlie Collector, of - 



Joseph 






2 — 




7 i 


19 


] 


TcTAi, - - - £. 588 

^5^* 3»^- leave a 


16 


Oi 


1.448 


18 


9 


£■ 3,037 


•5 


2 i 



MARYBOROUGH. 


Henry Moore - - 


Bond £. 4,000. 


.£.21,036. O.S. gld. 




Tlie Collector, and John Tydd of 
Clare-street, in the City of Dublin ; 
and Pierce Moore, of 1 

in the Queen’s County, Esquires; qtli 
Nov. 1787. 


1806. 



OX “th June iSo6, Mr. Moore handed over the Collection of Maiy^borouf^b to 
Paul Dawson, Esq. Surveyor General, owing to die Crown, according to the°Ac- 
countant General’s Account, a sum of X’-2i,i04. loj. tjid. Payment of this 
Balance was disi>iited by ^Mr. Moore, and in consequence thereof a Commission 
issued out of tiie Court of Exchequer to ascertain the amount actually due by him. 

Previous to holding the luquistion we proposed to Mr. Moore, in order to avoid 
the expence consequent upon legal proceedings, that he -should submit his claims 
to our investigation, but this he declined, being advised that it ivould be imprudent 
for him to do so whilst a Suit was depending against him. As the Account made 
up by the Accountant General was not signed oi- acknowledged by Moore, and 
llicreforc not evidence against him, we called for such Documents as we’ con- 
sidered would fiirnish jiroof of his Balance, and likewise for a statement of the 
claims made by him as furnished to the Commissioners, which having however been 
given back to Mr. Moore for the purpose of some explanations relative thereto 
was not to be had. From the Accounts returned by Mr. Moore as Collector! 
we niade up the following Account, commencing witli tlie Balance of tlie Col- 
lection on loth October 1805, as regulated by the Accountant General and coa- 
formed to by Mr- Moore. 



55 ^ 



D: 
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Maryborough, 



X- *• 

Quarter endingsth Jan. i8o6. — 

To Balance due on Quarter 
ending loth Oct. 1805, as re- 
gulated byAccountanlGcmi- 
ral - - - - 13>54> '7 H 

- - . To Arrears out-standing on 

that day - . • - 21,579 1 gf 

. - - To produce of Inland Ex- 
cise, &c. in Quarter 
ending 5th Jan. 1806 - 16,63a 16 1 

Quarter ending 5th 1806. 

To produce Inland Excise * an.-na lo ai 

- . -To half year’s Quit Rent to 
Easter 1806 



. - - To Hearth-money, &c. - 

... To inland Fines 
5lh June. — ^'fo produce from 5U1 
April - 

7th. — To Stamp Balance - 



2,039 15 
3,860 14 



16,693 6 

1,378 19 J 



X- 105.49' 15 3 



£. 23.969 — 



Henry Moore, Collector 



5th Jan. 1806. — By Payments 

to Receiver General - - 16,798 — 

- - - By D® on. Salaries, Soc. - a,6io 16 

5th April. — By Payments to 

Receiver General - - - 20,156 16 

- - - By D* Salaries, &c. - - i,593 >5 ’ 

5th June.— By Payments, tcc. 

from 5th April - - - 17,145 9 



7th June. — By Arrears outstand- 
ing - £. 22,193 8 — i 

Sums in ad- 
vance - 980 

- - - Balance due 
by Mr. Ed- 
wards - 44 



8S/23.217 15 tj 



81,522 14 

- Balance 7th June 1806 - 23,969 — 8:^ 
£. 105491 15 3 



- - By Acquittances handed 

”to Paul Dawson, 7th 
.lunei8o6 - - - 3,849 1 9; 

- - Bill.s IB hands of Receiver 

General . - - 1,120 7 — 

Cash - - - - 3' >9 ti 



Net Balance 7th June 1806 - 



5,001 

18,967 



8 84 



£. 23.969 — 



Between the net Balance of this Account and that returned by the Accountant 
General there i.s a dittcrence of ^’.2,068. Ss. io</. composed of a number of 
items some of which lui^ht perhaps he substantiated, but the proof would be attended 
with difficulty. Thir, statement we handed to the Solicitor, at the trial the Col- 
lectors Abstract for the week endinj* 7th June r 806 was produced to prove the 
Balance due by him, and on the other hand he put in claims to the amount of 
4’. ir q 70 - 7x' lid. on which we made such obseryations as appeared to us cal- 
^lated to facilitate their investigation before the Jury, but there were many of them 
wc were unable to enter into in detail, Mr. Moore not having stated dates so as 
to enable us to do so. A Verdict has been returned in favour of the Crown 
for £. 12,238. 115 - 8f/. 



A L L O \V. 



Richard Southuell j 


Bond ----- 2,000. 

The Collector; — John Waller of Cas- 


£,.t^o os. od. 




tletown, in the County of Limerick, and 
Henry Rose, Est]. 22d February 1728. 





IT appears from :Mr, Howard’s Report in 1783, that the Balance in this case, 
which has been out-standing So years, had been originally considerably neater than 
it is here stated, but that in consequence of several payments made by Mr. Justice 
Rose, one of tlie Collector’s Suvedcs, it had been reduced to the sum now due 
that after the death of Mr. Justice Rose, his heirs refused to make any further pay 
ments ; that in lyA*), Judgments were obtained on Writs of Scire Jdcias against 
Richard Southwell the Collector, John Waller his Surety, and also against Whlliam 
Tribot and William Gunne, Esqrs. executors of Henry Rose, but so tar as apjjears 

WltllOUfc 
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%vithout any effect ; from the length of time that has elapsed, the smallness of the 
sum due, and the difficulty and expence that would attend tlie discovering property 
belonging to any of the Parties, we recommend that this Arrear should be discharged 
roin the Accounts as irrecovci’able. “ 



Edward Byves 


Bond .3,000. 

The Collector; — ^William Ryves of 


i;:. 3,31 8 6 s. grf. 




Castlejaiic, in the County of Limerick, 
and Robert Birch of Turvey, in the j 
County of Dublin, Esqrs. lotli March 
1772. 


1783. 



Mr. Edwards the Solicitor states, that Writs of Scire facias were sued out in this 
case against the heir and tertenauts of William Ryves, one of the Collector’s Sure- 
ties, upon wiiich negative returns were made, and that proceedings were also had 
against Edward Ryves, the Collector, and Judgment having been obtained against him 
by dcfeult, a Levari facias was issued, and several times renewed without effect; 
Robert Birch, the other Surety, became a Bankrupt many years since, and is dead. 

According to the Accountant General’s Account, the Balance due by this Collector 
on 29th Janua,ry 1 785, amounted to ,£. 3,503. 1 j. 2d. reduced by subsequent cre- 
: dits allowed him to £,. 3,318. 6^. grf. but we do not find any Account signed by 

Mr. Ryves, or any Person on his behalf, later than 25th March 1784, the Quarterly 
i Accounts, and the Monthly and "Weekly Abstracts for the intervening period not 

being to be found. Notwithstanding the negative returns to tlie Writs of Scire 
facias issued against the heirs of \\ illiam Ryves, he was, as we are informed, pos- 
1 - sessed of considerable landed estates, but we think it very doubtful whether Mr. 

Ryves the Collector was really indebted in any Balance. In searching for evidence, 
in order to substantiate it, w-e found that previous to Mr. Ryves going out of the- 
Collection, John Gabon, Esq. a Surveyor General, took it in charge, and made up 
i Mr. Ryves's Account to 29th January 1785, bringing him in debtor ^.444. 4 j. 

In this Account Mr. Gabon gives him credit for Arrears of Quit Rent, out-stand- 
i ing on 29th January 1785, ^£- 4 j 332 . od^. whereas the Accountant General 

- gives no credit for Quit Rent Arrears, but credits him for .£.1,533. 8^. iH as 
so much of Quit Rent Arrears received by subsequent Collectors, so that Mr. 

\ Ryves would appear to be charged with £. 2,798. 18 although the same 

t was not received by him. To this sum, if we add credits to the amount of 

1 £• 538. i8j. Cf rf. allowed the Collector by the Smweyor General, instead of owing 

a Balanccof 3,318. 6 9 rf. he would appear to have over-paid £. 19, 10#. 8|rf. 

3 Whether, however, he is really entitled to the whole amount of such credits, we 

f have not the means of ascertaining, but it places the Account in so questionable a 

- shape, that we cannot recommend any further proceedings in this case. 



fo/in Gahon - - 


Ai Surveyor General 


£.1. Gs. 8 irf. 






'785- 



The amount of this Balance is too small to admit of any proceedings being 
taken for its recovery, and therefore it should be discharged from the Account. 



e, 

n 



y 

1st 

m 

ITS 

lUt 



NAAS. 



Francis Allen - - . 


Bond ------ £.2,000. 


£,162. i6#. gd. 




The Collector ;—Brabazon Newcomen, 
Calicaahtown, County of Lowth, and 
.Tohn Allenof St. W'aliton, Hsqn. 31st 
January 1728. 


1730. 



MR. HOWARD states in his Report, that it appeared from old Records in 
the Exchequer Office, tliat proceedings for the recovery of this Balance had been 
taken agains.tMr.Ailen in the year 1731, and that the Crown had been for some years 
m possession of his property under a Ciistodiam, that this possession was afterwards 
55 - N removed,- 
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removed, without further proceedings having been taken against him, or any pro- 
ceeding whatsoever against liis Sureties, one of wlioin was possessed of consider- 
able iistales, and did not die until the year 1766. Prom these circumstances 
Mr. Howard presumes that the debt had been actually paid. This Arrear we re- 
■cominend to be disebarged from the Account. 



■ JVilUavi Traxer^ 



Bond 



• i:. 4 , 000 . 



X’. 158. os. 4r‘/- 



The Collecfov; — Rob' Travers ofCork, 
Esq. Rev. 'W“ Meade, Dean of Cork, and 
Ann Riggs of Stephens Green, Widow ; 
24th Feb. 1752. 



It appears from Mr. Caldwell’s Report before referred to, that the Sureties of 
Air. Travers having been sued for his Balance, the amount of which had been 
greater than it is now returned, had paid !2,6oo. into the Ireasury, leaving 
this sum unpaid, but on what account is not expl.iined ; however, from the lapse 
-of time and smallness of the sum, we do not conceive the Arrear to be worth the 
expence or trouble of any further proceedings, and tliercfore recommend its being 
-^i^iargetl from the Account. 



Nicholas Gordon - | 


Bond 4,000. 


: £, . 2,203. OS. 2 ( 1 . 




Collector; — Tlio* Butler of Garry- 
himdoii, W”Stewart of LtnghlinBiidge, 
Countv Carlow, aud William Warren, 
City oi' Dublin ; 27th J tine 1765. 


1791. 



Mr. Edwards the Solicitor states, that Mr. Gordon died intestate and witli- 
out issue, and that Writs of Scire Jacias were issued against his heir and terleiiants, 
but without eti’e^ no heir being to be found. He further states, that having i)een lately 
informed that Mr. Gordon had some property near the town of Carlow, he made en- 
quiry respecting thp same, and found that by Deed, bearing date the ) pth of April 
1 702, his w idow and administratrix had sold the lauds of Marlestow n, hi the county 
of Carlow, containing 55 acres, for a sum ot 1,600. Mr. Csordon’s estate in the 
lauds so disposed of, however, being only lor a term of years, they are not uow 
liable to his debts in tlie hands of tiie [jurchaser. it does not appear that pro- 
ceedings were ever taken against any oi tue Sureties, who are all <foad. Mr. But- 
ler and Mr. Stewart were, as we are iqiomicd, bnanfo for life, and Mr. Warren 
left no property. We recommend tliis Loanee to be diocharged from the Account 
as irrecoverable. 



Pat'^ Welch - - 


• Bond 4,000. 


£■2,903. IS. 2id. 




The Collector ; — Patrick Welch, se- 


1805. 




nior, of the County ot Kilkenny, and 
Richard Griffith of Millicint, in the 
Cou^ity of Kildare, Efq. idtii February 
1802. 



It appears that Mr. M’elch passed Bills to the Receiver General for the amount 
of his Balance, and tiiat proceedings having been taken thereon, Judgment has 
been obtained, and an Execution issued against him. 'Ihese Bids were endorsed 
by Mr. Griffith, one of the Collector’s Sureties, aud therefore, even though Mr. Welch 
should be unable to pay them as is rejiresented, the Balance may, we apprehend, be 
recovered against Mr. Griffith as Lndoi’ser. 



John Cuthbert, 
Surveyor Generalj 



Bond £■ 2,000. 

The Surveyor General ; — James 
AVopdmason of City Dublin, Banker, 
and the Honourable’ Hely Hutchinson 
of Belmont, in the Couuty Wexford ; 
3d March 1795- 



£. 124 - 5 id. 
i8o(). 



Tins Balance vyas incurred by Mr. Cuthbert, a Surveyor General, whilst in 
-charge of the Naas District, in reduction whereof he claims to be allowed sundry 
® sums 
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sums, to the amount of 113. 17.?. for which we understand from the 

Accountant General he ought to iiave credit, but that the usual proofs tor obtaining 
the Board’s Order to allow' Ihc sanjc have not yet been brough.t forward ; under 
such circuuistances wc recommend that no proceedings be taken in this case. 



S T R A B A N E. 



John Tyrrell 



Bond 2,000. 

Tlie Collector ; — Robert, Eiirl of Bel- 
vedere, ami Duke Tvrrcli of Ciennont, 
in^ the County of Westmeath, Esq. 
lOtli June J761. 



c£. 4,667. gs. i l-d. 
1781. 



MR. EDWARDS the Solicitor states, that Mr. TyrrelUhe Collector died without 
leaving any property, and that in the j'ear 1785, legal proceedings were taken 
again-st tlie heir and tertenants of Duke Tyrrell, one of his Sureties, and a Custo- 
diatn obtained against the lands of Clermont, in the County of Westmeath, but 
that it was afterwards discovered, that prior to the date of the Bond to His Majesty, 
these lands had been moitgagcil, arid had al'terwards been sold under a decree of 
foreclosure. That Writs of Scire Jacks had also been issued against the heir and 
tertenants of the late Earl of Belvedere, the other Surety ; and the tenants of the 
lands of Tyrrells-pass, Kinnegad, and Belvedere were served therewith ; that to 
this Scircjacias die present Earl of Belvidcre, pleaded Non-seisin in the late Earl, 
and an Information in the nature of a Bill in Equity having been filed in the Court 
of Exchequer for a discovery of evidence as to iiis estate in said lands, the present 
Earl^put in liisanswer, which being decided by the Court to be short and insufficienL 
an Order was made in Michaelmas lerm 1808, for Lord Belvedere to put in a 
further answer ; but it does not appear that such Order baa been as yet complied 



In consequence of our enquiries for evidence of the debt in this case, we found 
that there was in the Office of the Auditor General of the Exchequer, an account 
fo}‘ live Collection of Sirabatie for the Quarter ending 24th .Tune 1781, purporting 
to be up and ^tied, and verified upon oath, by a Mr. Edward Hanrthton, 
styling himseit Clerk and one of the Executors of Mr. John Tyrrell, late ColfectOD 
and liom it Mr. lyrreil appears to be indebted, 

'Jo Revenue Balance - - - . . . 4,126 8 7’ 

' iv - ■ ■ ■ 13 

— Protestant Schools - - - _ . . _ 70 137 



Stamp Balance - 



5,757 5 If 
- 529 9 H 



£.6,286 14 Of 



Finding from tins Account that Mr. Tyrrell had made a TVill, ivc procured a 
copy ot it, from winch it appears that he devised all Ills real freehold and per- 
sonal Estates, subject to the payment of his debts, to Edward Haugliton Ills Nephew 
Whom he constituted his executor, and" by whom the Account we hive just mentioned 
was stated, flie Balance of this Account exceeds the amount, returned to be due 
by the Accountant General, by a sum of £. 1,619. 5 ^- 1 d. ; but considering the 
Accountant General s Account to be correctly stated, we are of opinion tliat no 
more than tlie Balance struck thereon should be now claimed Immediate en- 
qtmies should be n>ade ^ to the property left by Mr. Tyirell, and the proper 
steps taken to-coinpel Lord Belvedere to answer the bill filed against him in Ursu- 
aace of tlie Order made for that jmrpose by the Court of Exchequer 



55. 



Sir 
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Sir J. S. Hamilton - 1 


Bond i;. 3.000, 


£. q.qbO. 125. 


Tile Colicctor ; — Chiirlcs M'Clena- 






chan of Strabane, and Wiliiam Smyley 
of Culincs, both in the County of Ty- 
rone, Esqrs. and .lohn M'Clenachan of 
Convov, in Countv of Doiiacgal, iler- 


1786. 




chant; StliOcl. 1781. 





It appears that in the year 1790, proceedinss hy Scire Jacias were taken by the then 
Soiicitor to the Revenue, against Charles M‘Clenachan, jun. the Son and one of the 
excecutors of Charles NPClcnachan, sen. deceased, and against Robert Moore his other 
executor; tlicy pleaded that no lands or tenements of the testator, Charles, 
came to their hands, seisin or possession, and tliat they had fully administered all 
his goods and chattels. Mr. Edwards, Solicitor states, that William Smyley, the 
other Surety in this case is dead, without leaving any property, and that conceiving on 
'his coming into office, that there was no prospect of recovering under the proceedings 
that had been taken by his predecessor, he issued a Scire Jacks against the heii- and 
tertenants of Sir J. S. Hamilton, to which a plea of Non-seisin was filed, and that 
Counsel directed ' issue to be joined, if the fact of seisin could be proved ; but tliat 
■not beinc^ able to procure sufficient evidence thereof, Counsel advised an Informa- 
tion to be filed in the name of the Attorney General, for a discovery of the Estates 
of which Sir J. S. Hamilton was seised, and that the same was accordingly done, and 
that subpoenas to answer were issued, but that they were not served, in consequence 
of his not being able to discover where Sir J. Charles Hamilton, the heir of Sir J . 
■S. Hamilton resided, he being then in England. Sir J. Charles Hamilton having, 
however, returned to Ireland during the progress of this enquiry, the present Solicitor 
for this branch of the law business of tiie Excise Department informs us, that he 
has been served with the subpeenas. With respect to tlie proof of this debt, tliere are 
in the Auditor General’s Office two Quarterly Accounts, one apparently in tlie 
hand-writing of John Orr, Sir John S. Hamilton’s Pro-collector, is made up to the 
25th March 1786, and is sworn to and signed by the Collector; the other is in the 
eame hand-writina, and is made up to the 24th June 1786, when Sir JohnS. Hamil- 
ton quilted the CoUeetion, but is ueither sworn to or signed by him or by his Pro- 
collector; in the first Account he acknoxvledges himself debtor in the following 
Balances, which, so fai- as we can judge from the frame of the Account, are Cash 
Balances : 



On the Revenue Account 

- - Loan 

- - Tillage' - 

- - Stamps' 



£. 1,296 — 3f 
479 3 5i 

II 6 6 

- 132 12 6 



Total Balance 26th March 1786 



£.1,919 2 84. 



These Balances are not brought forward in the Account for tlie succeeding 
Quarter, which contains simply a statement of the Receipts and Payments of the 
Quarter, and exhibits the following Balances : 

On the Revenue Account “ - " ■ " £*79 >2 li 

- - IjDan - - - - - - - 38 4 — • 

- Tillage - - - - - - — 

- - Stamps ------ 82 2 — -i' 



199 18 

To this sum add the Balances due on 25th March 1786, which, 
as they remained unpaid, ought to have been brought forward in the 
Account fortheQuarter ending, 25th June 1780 . . - 1,919 2 8.|- 

Totid Balance due by Sir John S. Hamiltou, 24thJunci786 £.2,119— 

The difficulty in this case will be the connecting the Account for the J une Quarter 
with that tor the March Quarter, for unless this be done it may be inferred that the 
Balance of tlie last Account, from its not having been carried forward, had been 
paid ; or admitting it to be due, it may be entirely discharged by proving the subse- 
quent payments, while the charge subsequently incurred could not be substantiated. 
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Mr. Orr, however, tlie Pro-collector, is still liring, and resides in the town of Stra- 
bane, and may be produced in support of the Accounts. 



T R I M. 


Edward Vermn - 


Bond £.5,000. 


iI. 5 - 27 C. 8 j. lofrf. 




The Collector ; — the Right Hon. 
the Earl of Wandesford, George Ver- 
non, and "Whu. Kean, both of Clon- 
tarf, in the County of Dublin, Esqrs. 
12th Dec. 1776. 


1788. 



THE Solicitor states that all the Sureties of this Collector are dead, and tliat 
Mr. George Vernon and Mr. ‘William Kean wei-e tenants for life. The Earl of 
Wandesford, however, appears to have been seised in Fee, he having by his Will 
devised his Estates to Trustees for payment of his debts, and after payment 
thereof, then to the second and younger Sons of his Daughter the present Dowager 
Countess of Ormond. Several proceedings have been taken against the persons 
deriving under Lord "Wandesford for the recovery of tliis Balance, but owing to the 
deatlis of parties, and other causes, none of them have been as yet brought to a 
conclusion. At present an Information is depending for a sale of the late Earl’s 
Estates, and the Solicitor expects that issue will soon be joined between the parties. 
To prove this debt there is an Account in the Auditor General's Office, made 
up for the Collection for the Quarter ending 25th March 1788, signed and ve- 
rified on oath by Mr. Vernon, from which it appears that he was on tliat day 
indebted as follows : 

To Revenue Balance -.-•£_ 9,620 13 104. 

>.357 2 — 

Tillage- D“ 14 16 6 

Stamp - D* - 52 6 



Total Balance 25th March 1788 



£. 11,044 18 114 



Mr. Vernon went out of tlie Collection on 5th April 1788, and appears to have 
verified this Account upon oatli on 1 st day of September following, but in con- 
sequence of subsequent payments, for which credit is allowed by the Accountant 
General, the Balance due by Mr. Vernon is reduced to 5,276. 8 j. lo j-tf. of 
which £. 5,000. only can be recovered from tlie Sureties. 



Robert Gamble - 


A Surveyor General ------ 


£. 647. 1 s. 0} d. 






1 I78S. 


_Mr. Gamble was^ put in charge pf this Collection when he was Collector of 
Killybegs, (a Port Collection) in which situation he owed a Balance exceeding the 
Bond of his Sureties. Mr. Gamble is dead, without leaving any property. We are 
of opinion that this Arrcar should be discharged as irrecoverable. 


George Eeles - - 


The Collector ; — the Right Hon. 
Lord Viscount Enniskillen, Acheson Ir- 
win of Drumsilla, in the County of Lei- 
trim, and Thos Taylor of Giasnevin, 
County of Dublin, Esqrs.25Nov. 1788. 


£.500. o.t. y\d. 
1790. 



The Balance struck against this Collector amounted originally to £. 3,444. 
0^. yid. on account of vyhich it appears, that a sum of c£-5oo. was paid on 
7th Septeraber 1791, leaving a Balance due of j£. 2,944- o^. yird. for securing 
which Mr. Eeleson 10th October 1791, jointly with the Earl of Enniskillen, Richanl 
Irwin, Esq. and John Irwin Eeles, jiasscd six "Bonds, five of them being for £. 500. 
55 * O each, 

IJ«lf Sheet. 
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each, and one for £.444- os. payable every six months successively. The 

•whole of the Balance so secured has been paid, except one sum of £■ 500. ; and it 
appears from a Report of the Accountant General, dated 24th September 1805, 
that on 14th June 1800 the Board directed their Solicitor to deliver up to Lord 
Enniskillen one of the Bonds for ,£. 500. on the presumption of its having been paid, 
it having been stated by Mr. Eeles in a letter to the Board, dated 31st May 1800, 
that before he was appointed Surveyor of Derry, he was, after the Bonds were passed, 
obliged to j-)ay down .£.500. tor which no Bond was returned ; under these cir- 
cunKtances we arc of opinion that this sum of £. 500. is irrecoverable. 





J. S. ROCHFORT 


(l. s.) 


Office of Enquiry, 


FRED. GEALE 


(l. s.) 


Dominick-street, Dublin, 


ROBERT ALEXANDER 


(l. s.) 


March 1st 1811. 


CHA. STEWART HAWTHORNE 


(l. s.) 




JOHN HAMILTON. 


(L. t.) 
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APPENDIX. 



No. ] 

I AFFIDAVIT of Thomas Hafficld, Efq. fworn and fiied i6tli No- 



John Cuthbit, Efq.i iSoSi-States, 

»T''HAT he holds an employment in the Office of the Auditor General of His Maieflv’.s 
Ireland, and confiders himfelf to be e-Kperienced and converfaut in matters 

Heard and Mieves, that Defendant was as Surveyor General put in charRe of the Collec- 
tion of the piUrKSl ot Cork Excife feme time in the year 1799, in confequence of a Balance 
A 'f * Majefty by James Lyfaeht the ColleiSor of faid Diftria, 

and that Defendant wntmued m charge of -the faid Colleftion until about the month of 
March 1801, when Abraham Folterwas appointed Collector. 

Heard and believes, that the faid Abraham Fofter continued in charge of faid Collec- 
tion until April 1802, wli^ he died. Whereupon Defendant, as Deponent heard and 
believes, was again put m charge thereof, and continued fo in charge until the month of 
oepteinber 1802, when William Connor'was appointed Collector. 

Saith, he hath been informed and believes, that a Balance having been returned as due bv 
Defendant i^ile m charge of faid Colledlion, a CommiiEon of Enquiry was ilfued out of this 
honourable Court, to aftfrtam whether any and what Balance was due to His Majeftv hv 
Defendant, and that laid Commiflion was fped on the i8tb and loth of January mft. and 
Bakn^" 1‘iqmfition returned that Defendant was not indebteS to His Maje% in any 

Saith, he IS mforraed and believes, that the Accountant General of His Maieftv’s Revenuc- 
lince inhftmg that a Mmice WM Majefty by the Defendant, the Cooimiffioners 

.u Taxes in Ireland, did early in the month of J une laft refer the Accounts 

ot the laid Lollettion to Deponent to examine and inveftigate the fame. Saith he did care- 
f .y and examine the levei-al Accounts relating to His Majefty’s Revenue in the 

faid Difinct of Cork Excile, commencing the 25th March 1800, and ending the nth 
^eptembw 1802. hmth, it appears diat the Defendant during the refpeaive periods he was in 
charge of laid Coll^ion did from time to time, as Deponent heaid and believes, ftate and ficn 
relating to the faid Collection, and faith be compaied fame with the Accounts 
S -11 ° -''^ccountant General, and according to the beft of his 

ftill and jud^ieut hnds, that in the firft item of the Account for the year commencing the 
25th day ot Maivh 1800, the Accountant General of His Majefty’s Revenue, and the De- 
fendant, were agreed in the Balance of ^i8,oo2. ion. 4^d. therein mentioned. 

.^aith, according to the beft of his fkiil and judgment, he has difcovered fevcral errors in 
laid Account figiied by Dcfeiidant in September 1802. Deponent finds a material incgula- 
rity by tlie Defendant, including in the lakl Account part of the traniaeftions for the quarter 
ending ,5* Apnl 1802, during which period the laid Abraham Fofter was Colledor, and in 
charge ot laid Colleftion, and Deponent conceives that the laid irregularity has been produc- 
tive of material differences in tlw Accounts. ^ 

Saith, aoeovding to his conception, it appears from a Statement laid before him of the evi- 
before me Jury, that an eiToi- was committed in luing the Defendant for the fpe- 
cific lum ot ^4,326. 5s. 2|d. the amount of the heai-th money, window tax, carriages and 
male fervaiits duty paid into tlie faid Coileiftion in the faid quarter, when the Defendant was 
fbarge tliereof, and which error Deponent conceives arofe from Defendant having as 
atorelaid, introduced into his faid Accounts tranfadlons belonging to the laid Abraham 
I'ofter; and laitli, that from the Statement made Ni the Jury it evidently appears, as Deponent 
tK'iieves, that they confined themfelves to the period between the 5th day of April 1802, and 
' ’®, ^^eptember 1802, except in giving Defendant credit for a lum of 2,000. 
.paid ill January 1803, account of a former Balance of ^4,003. 18s. jid. theretofore due 
'byhimonuccoimtofthelaidColleaion. 

_ Saith, that in tiic credits claimed by Defendant befope the Jury, as Deponent has been 
intormecl, and which apjicar to have-been allowed, as Deponent has alfo been informed, a 
mm of ^ 5 500. IS crronooiilly claimed credit for by Defendant, inafmuch asa Iiiin of ^2,000. 
part t leieor, was paid bv Defendant in the montlr of January 1803, on account of a former 
alanee clue by him, aiul did not relate to the Balance for the afecrtaimiig of w hich the faid 
•* ominiliion lilucd. ° 

am^ examined the fevcral Accounts relating to the 
c ollection of Cork Excife, as reprefented <b to be, and as fucli laid before Deponent, De- 
bett uf his flrill and judgment, for the diflcreiit periods for 
wim-li tlie laid Collection was held, in manner following; that is to fav, “An Account of De- 
■55- F ' “ fendant 
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“ fendam from tlie 25th of ilarcli 1800, to the 25th of March 1801,” during which period 
the Defendant was, as Deponent heard and believes, in charge of faid Collection. “ Ailb an 
“ Account of the laid Abraham Fofter, from the 25th of March i8oi, to the 5th day of April 
“ 1S02.” during which period the faid Abraham Fofter was, as Deponent heard and believes, 
in charge of the faid Colledlion ; and another Account of the faid Defendant fi'om the 5th day 
of AprU 1802, to the 11th day of .September 1802, during which time the Defendant was, as 
Deponent heard andbelieves, in charge of the faid Colleftion ; and faith, that to each of the laid 
Accounts he hath annexed Appendixes, Ihewing the errors of the laid Accounts relpedlively, 
and their effedi, and alfo made out a comparative Statement of the Balance now ap]>earing 
by the faid Accounts and Books of the Accountant General due to Hii Majefty by the faid 
Defendant. 

Saith, he verily believes he can explain and prove fatisfaiSlorily that the faid Accounts are 
juft and fair. 

Saith, that on the 24th day of Auguft 1800, he reported to the faid Coinmiffioners of 
Inland Excife and Taxes the refult of me faid inveftigation, and furnilhed them with State- 
jneuts of faid feveral Accounts ; and faith, that from the faid Accounts it appears to Deponent, 
that there is a Balance of £4,144. gs. ftill remaining due to Ilis Majefty by the De- 
lendant, on account of tlie laid Collection. 



No. 2. 

His Majefty ■) 

againjt > Exchequer. 

John Cuthbert, Efq. j 

JOHN CUTHBERT, of the City of Dublin, Efq. maketh oath, and faith, He hath read 
two Affidavits appearing to be made in this caul'e, one by Thomas Haffield, and the other by 
John Sullivan. Deponent faith, he has heard and believes that, the faid Thomas Haffield 
holds fome fituation in the Treafury, and perhaps confiders himfelf experienced and conver- 
fantin Accounts; but Deponent faith, tliat if the faid Thomas Haffield was the framer of 
the Accounts alluded to in the Affidavit of faid John Sullivan, which Deponent admits were 
delivered to him, he this Deponent faith, that he laid Haffield muft be unacquainted with, 
.and not converfant in matters of Revenue Accounts, from the erroneous manner in which 
laid Accounts appear to be ftated, or that fuch Statement could iwt have been made upon 
proper and fufficient documents. Deponent faith, he admits that he this Deponent was a 
Surveyor General put in charge of the Colledhon of the Diftridl of Cork Excile in the year 
1790, but not in confequence of a Balance then appearing to be due to His M^efty by James 
Lyfaght the Colledtor of faid Diftridl, but from other material caufes relating to the milcon- 
du(ft of faid Collector; Deponent faiffi, he continued in charge of faid Coilewion until about 
March 1801, when Abraham Fofter was appointed Collector; Deponent faith, he admits it 
to be true, that the faid Abraham Fofter continued in charge of laid Colleftion until fome 
time about the 14th of April 1802, when he died, whereupon Deponent was again put in 
charge thereof, and continued in charge until the month 01 September 1802, when illiam 
Connor was appointed Colledoi ; faith, that a Balant^ having been returned as due by De- 
ponent while in charge of faid CoUedlion, a Commillion of Enquiry was ilTued out of this 
honourable Court to afeertain whether any and what Balance was due to His Majefty by 
Defendant. Deponent faith, faid Commiffion was fped on the 18th and ^th days of 
January laft, and thereupon an Inquifition returned that Deponent was not indebted to His 
Mujefty in any fum of Money. Deponent further faith, that faid Inquifition was fped by order 
of the Commiffioners of Excife and Inland Taxes, after Deponent had pofitively denied that 
any fuch Balance as that charged againfthimby the Accountant General, or any Balance what- 
ever, was due by him at Cork, and in proof thereof had produced the receipt in full of the 
proper Officer, dated the 7th of January 1805, and which was given to tliis Deponent for the 
Balance appearing on the certificate of the Accountant General to be due by Deponent at 
Surveyor General lately in charge of Cork Excife ; and faith, that faid Commiffion was 
founded upon the Affidavit of John Smart, Efq. Deputy Accountant General, who fwore that 
he had examined the feveral Accounts, Abftradls and Certificates, relative to the duties pay- 
able to His Majefty up to the 5th of January 1803, a period above tliree months later than 
Deponent was in charge of the Colledlion, and that from thofe Accounts ^4j33^- toM* 
appeared due to the Crown by Deponent, without alledging that faid deficiency was occa- 
fioned by any one particular error or omilfion ; and Deponent fmth, that faid Smart was the 
very perfon upon whofe certificate of the fum due, Deponent paid the fame to the Receiver 
General of the Revenue in January 1805, and obtained his receipt in full for his Balance 
while in charge of the Colleiftion of Cork ; faith, that notwithftanding fuch receipt, which is 
^ways confidered to be a quietus to the Colledlor on fettling Accounts with tlie Crown, 
it being ftiurtly after he had fo obtained faid receipt in full alledged by the AccouiiUnt 
General, that Deponent did owe a Balance at Cork, and which Deponent utterly denied ; 
Deponent applied earneftly to the faid Commiffioners to inveftigate themfelves into the al- 
ledged Balance, and the faid Commiffioners having declined fo to do, Deponent then 
requefted them to refer the faid Accounts to any three or more of the ableft and inoft expe- 
rienced Accountants in the Revenue to inveftigate the fame on Oath, the faid Accountants 
to be appointed and named by the faid Commiffioners, and that Deponent would abfolutely 
abide by the refult of the faid inveftigatio# whatever it might be, but the Commiffioners 
^ refuted 
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